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COPIES of all the Correspondence between the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland , and the Committee of the Lancasterian Industrial 
National School, Belfast , relative to the Charges made by the Right 
Rev. Dr. Demir against the System and Management of that School ■ and 
of the Report of the Inspectors of the Board of Education who inquired 
into such Charges. 



(92 9^—55-) 

1. — Charge by the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir. 

Office of Education, 

My Lords and Gentlemen, 2 February 1855. 

I BEG to call your attention to the Lancasterian National School, Frederick- 
street, Belfast. I find upon examination of some of the Catholic children who 
attend it, that it is compulsory on them to attend to Scripture reading, 
singing of Protestant hymns, explanation of Scripture given by a Protestant (i.) 
mistress every morning before the hours appointed for secular instruction. 
Should Catholic children or their parents or guardians object to these religious (- 2 .) 
exercises, their remonstrances are unavailing ; and if a child refuse to be present ’ 
at them, I am informed, and I believe, that such child will be denied secular (3-) 

instruction and other benefits of the institution. One child who, being under u \ 

12 years of age, and reared a Catholic, was prevailed upon by some person to go W ' 

to church, and, being claimed by her maternal aunt and paternal uncle as well 
as other near relations, she has been so tampered with as to refuse going with 
them, and is retained by the school committee. 

I refer the Board to one of the regulations of this school, as contained in the 
Report thereon for the year 1854, p. 33, which is in practice compulsory on all 
the pupils, and thus at variance with the principles of the National system. 

I respectfully request that the Commissioners will cause a strict, minute and 
searching inquiry to be instituted, as soon as possible, into all the workings of 
•this school, in order to prevent a repetition of the abuses complained of. 

I have, &c. 

The Commissioners of Education. (signed) + C. Denvir. 



2. — Copy of Board’s Order of 2d February 1855, directing an Investigation into 
Matters referred to in Letter 929£ from Right Rev. Dr. Denvir. 

“ Read letter 929 h from Right Rev. Dr. Denvir, stating that, upon examining 
some of the Roman-catholic children attending the Lancasterian Industrial 
School, Belfast, he finds that it is compulsory on them to take part in the Scrip- 
ture reading, singing of Protestant hymns, and explanation of Scripture by a 
Protestant mistress ; and that should any child object to be present at these 
exercises, he has been informed and believes, that such child would be denied 
secular instruction, and the other advantages of the institution. 

‘‘Ordered, that the Head and District Inspectors be directed to institute a 
strict inquiry into the allegations contained in this letter, and report the result 
to the Board with as little delay as possible.” 
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(B. O. 2.— 2.— 55). 

3. — Instructions to Head Inspector Keenan to Investigate. 

Sir, Education Office, 9 February 1855. 

The Commissioners of National Education have had before them a commu- 
nication, of the 2d instant, from the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir, in which he makes, 
this statement regarding the Lancasterian National School, Frederick-street,. 
Belfast. 

“ 1 find, upon examination of some of the Catholic children who attend it, 
that it is compulsory on them to attend to Scripture reading, singing of Pro- 
testant hymns, explanation of Scripture given by a Protestant mistress every 
morning before the hours appointed for secular instruction. Should Catholic 
children or their parents or guardians object to these religious exercises, their- 
remonstrances are unavailing ; and if a child refuse to be present at them, I am 
informed and I believe, that such child will be denied secular instruction and 
other benefits of the institution. One child who, being under 12 years of age, and 
reared a Catholic, was prevailed upon by some person to go to church, and, 
being claimed by her maternal aunt and paternal uncle, as well as other near 
relatives, she has been so tampered with as to refuse going with them, and is 
retained by the school committee.” 

We are to direct that you and Mr. Patterson, district inspectors, will inquire 
fully into this matter at your earliest convenience, and report the result for the" 
information of the Board. 

We enclose you a copy of the Report of the Committee for 1853-54, and are- 
to refer you to one of the regulations in p. 33, marked in ink, which Dr. Denvir 
states is in practice compulsory on all the pupils, and thus at variance with the - 
principles of the National system. 

We are, &c. 

Patrick J . Keenan, Esq., (signed) Maurice Cross, 

Head Inspector, James Kelly, 

4, Cabra-Terrace. Secretaries. 

You are requested to arrange the time with Mr. Patterson for holding the. 
investigation. 



(B.O. 2.— 2.— 55). 

4. — Instructions to District Inspector Patterson to Investigate. 

Sir, Education Office, 9 February 1855. 

The Commissioners of National Education have had before them a commu*' 
nication, of the 2d instant, from the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir, in which he makes 
this statement regarding the Lancasterian National School, Frederick-street, 
Belfast. 

“ I find, upon examination of some of the Catholic children who attend it, 
that it is compulsory on them to attend to Scripture reading, singing of Pro- 
testant hymns, explanation of Scripture given by a Protestant mistress every 
morning before the hours appointed for secular instruction. Should Catholic, 
children, or their parents or guardians, object to these religious exercises, their 
remonstrances are unavailing ; and if a child refuse to be present at them, I am 
informed, and I believe, that such child will be denied secular instruction and 
other benefits of the institution. One child who, being under 12 years of age, 
and reared a Catholic, was prevailed upon by some person to go to church,: 
and being claimed by her maternal aunt and paternal uncle, as well as other 
near relatives, she has been so tampered with as" to refuse going with them, and 
is retained by the school committee.” 

We are to inform you, that the Commissioners have directed that Mr. Keenan,, 
head inspector, and you, be instructed to inquire into this matter, and report 
the result. We have written to Mr. Keenan on the subject, and he will appoint, 
a time with you for holding the investigation. 

We are, &c. 

James Patterson, Esq., (signed) Maurice Cross 

District Inspector, Belfast. James Kelly , 

Secretaries- 
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Confidential. 

5. — Report of Messrs. Keenan and Patterson on the Frederick- street 
Industrial National School, Belfast. 

Report. 

Gentlemen, Belfast, 21 May 1855. 

In obedience to your instructions of the 3d of February, directing us to 
inquire fully into certain charges brought against the Lancasterian Industrial 
National School, Frederick-street, Belfast (Roll No. 5132), by the Right Rev. 

Dr. Denvir, and to report the results to the Board, we beg to state, that we 
entered upon the investigation of those charges on the 26th of April, and ter- 
minated it on the 7th of May; and we take leave to submit the following as 
our report. Appended will be found the minutes of evidence taken during the 
inquiry, to which we request the especial attention of the Board. 

The important duties which detained one of us (Mr. Keenan, head inspector), Cause of delay in 
in conference with his colleagues in Dublin, from January to April, prevented holding investi- 
our engaging- in this inquiry sooner; and we thus prominently refer to the gatl0D ' 
cause of the delay, as, under ordinary circumstances, the nature of the com- 
plaint, the position of the complainant, and the influential character of the 
management of the school, would have demanded the earliest possible attention. 

Upon the 18th April, it was intimated to the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir, and to Date of com- 
Miss Ireland, the correspondent of the school with the Board, that the inquiry mencing the 
would be held on the 26th of the same month, at 1 1 o’clock, a. m., in the Lan- in< l uir y- 
casterian National School, and both parties assented to the arrangement. 

Upon the 26th of April we accordingly proceeded to the school, and upon 
entering it found that a considerable number of ladies and gentlemen had 
assembled to be present at the investigation, and that a number of reporters 
for the public press were also present. 

We had no objection whatever to the presence of everybody interested in the Exclusion of 
schools, or to those of the public at large who chose to come ; but we did reporters for rhe 
entertain very strong and decided objections to the presence of reporters for the pres *' 
press, for the following reasons : 

1. That, as the inquiry might continue for some time, the publication of 
the evidence could only be ex parte, from day to day. 

2. That we were ignorant, and could not of course inquire, whether the whole 
press of Belfast, or only a section of it, was represented by the gentlemen 
present. 

3. That the publication of the evidence, pending the inquiry, would neces- 
sarily increase that excitement which we observed had already possessed the 
public mind in relation to the case, and which could not possibly favour, but 
would inevitably impede the calm and deliberative nature of the inquiry upon 
which we were about to enter. 

4. That, as the witnesses could not be examined upon oath, the inquiry could 
not be regarded as being of that general character of public procedure to which 
the press and the public are usually invited and admitted. 

5. That as the evidence, after we should have transmitted it to the Board, 
would become a public document, it would be attainable as such to those who 
desired it. 

6. That it would, in our opinion, be highly improper to permit the evidence 
to be published, criticised, and commented upon, and, perhaps, to have party 
spirit and local prejudices invoked to support one side or the other, one view or 
another, before it reached the Board, who are to receive and finally adjudicate 
npon it. 

7. That we had no precedent to authorise us in admitting the press to such an 
investigation, but that, on the contrary, we had a precedent in the conduct of 
the head inspector, who held the inquiry at the Hon. Miss Plunkett’s school 
last year, and who, doubtless for reasons analogous to our own, entirely 
excluded reporters from the investigation; and we were aware that the Commis- 
sioners expressed no disapprobation of the course then pursued. 

We therefore felt it our duty to announce to the gentlemen of the press, that, 
in their capacity as reporters, they could not be permitted to remain ; and, in 
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reply to a question proposed to us by a clergyman present, we stated that we 
had received no instructions whatever from the Board on the matter, and were 
by the necessity of the case, of course acting upon our own responsibility. * 

The reporters then very courteously withdrew. 

There was a slight interruption on the fourth day of the inquiry, caused by a 
gentlemen who entered the room in the middle of the day, and insisted on his 
right to be present to report for the public press. He was supported in bis 
effort to remain by the Rev. W. M'llwaine. We, of course, objected to his pre- 
sence, and received the kindest and most cordial co-operation from the gentle- 
men who were actually engaged in the investigation on both sides. After some 
minutes the reporter retired. 

At the commencement of the proceedings we were handed a note, signed by 
Miss Charlotte Smith, one of the secretaries, in which Mr. W. Bottomley was 
requested by the ladies of the committee to represent them in the inquiry, and 
we at once assented to the arrangement. The Rev. J. H. Orr claimed permission 
to appear at the investigation for the teachers of the school, and to this proposal 
we also assented. The Rev. J. Scott Porter, during the occasional absence of 
Mr. Bottomley, took an active part in conducting the case for the ladies of the 
committee. 

The right Rev. Dr. Denvir appeared personally to bring forward his charge, 
and watch the course of the investigation. 

The inquiry was held on the following days, namely, the 26th and 27th of 
April, the 2d, 3d, 4th, and 7th of May. A large number of ladies, gentlemen, 
and clergymen attended, and appeared to take a great interest in the proceed- 
ings ; and the Right Rev. Dr. Knox, the Bishop of Down, was present during five 
of those days. 

The arrangement which we followed for the course of the inquiry was first, to 
hear the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir make a statement of his charges and case ; then 
to bear the witnesses referred to in his statement to support these charges ; then 
to hear Mr. Bottomley for the ladies of the committee, and the Rev. Mr. Orr for 
the teachers, and finally to hear the witnesses produced by Mr. Bottomley for the 
defence. In the direct examination, we permitted the witnesses to be examined 
orally, as much and as often as was desired by the person representing that side 
of the case which the witness’s evidence was produced to sustain but, as 
conducive to order and precision, we arranged that the cross-examination of the 
witnesses should be conducted in writing, and through us ; and, in the minutes 
of evidence appended to this Report, you will find those questions numbered 
and referred, in the usual way in such cases, to the different persons who asked 
them. 

The following is a copy of that portion of your letter to Mr. Keenan, head 
inspector, which bears upon ihe nature of the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir’s 
complaint : — 

“ The Commissioners of National Education have had before them a commu- 
ft nication of the 2d instant, from the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir, in which he makes 
“ this statement regarding the Lancasterian National School, Frederick-street, 
“ Belfast : 

* I find upon examination of some of the Catholic children who attend it, that- 
it is compulsory on them to attend to Scripture reading, singing of Protestant, 
hymns, explanation of Scripture given by a Protestant mistress every morning 
before the hours appointed for secular instruction. Should Catholic children, or 
their parents or guardians, object to these religious exercises, their remonstrances 
are unavailing, and if a child refuse to be present at them, I am informed, and 
I believe, that such child will be denied secular instruction and other benefits of 
the institution. One child who, being under 12 years of age, and reared a 
Catholic, was prevailed upon by some person to go to church, and being claimed 
by her maternal aunt and paternal uncle, as well as other near relatives, she has 
been so tampered with, as to refuse going with them, and is retained by the 
school committee.’ 

“We enclose you a copy of the Report of the Committee for 1853-54, and 
“ are to refer you to one of the regulations in page 33, marked in ink, which 
“ Dr. Denvir states, is in practice compulsory on all the pupils, and thus at 
“ variance with the principles of the National system.” 

Before 
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Before proceeding further, we think that we should place before the Board an 
account of the discipline of the school in respect to religious instruction ; a clear 
understanding of which is necessary in order to comprehend a great portion of 
the evidence. When the school was originally established by the benevolent 
ladies under whose management it continues to be conducted, it was determined 
that there should be religious instruction every morning, for half an hour, before 
breakfast. The Testament and the Scripture Extracts of the Board were to be 
used on alternate mornings ; and the Protestants were to have the authorised 
version and the Catholics the Douay version. For the manner in which these 
books were and are used, see Mrs. Putman’s evidence, page 40, and Miss Orr’s 
evidence, page 41. Catholics and Protestants sit indiscriminately on the benches, 
and read verse about, aloud, from their respective Testaments, in the chapter of 
the morning. The great idea of the committee has been to give a religious 
instruction of a purely non-sectarian character ; and the teachers have been 
accordingly instructed to make no interpretation of Scriptural passages favourable 
to one doctrine or another, or, in short, to enter into any doctrinal explanation at 
all. The evidence of the teachers shows that this has not only been the principle, 
but the practice of the school. This religious instruction, however, although 
non-sectarian in its character, is yet — inasmuch as “ the reading of the Scriptures, 

“ either in the Protestant authorised or Douay version, comes within the rule as 
“ to religious instruction” — such as the Board, by its rules, gives the parent or 
guardian power to object to. It is, therefore, to be understood, that the religious 
instruction which is spoken of and referred to, throughout the whole of the 
evidence, is of this class — non-sectarian— but such as, by the rules of the Board, 
may be lawfully objected to by a parent or guardian. 

It will be perceived, throughout the course of the evidence, that the authorities 
of the school, over and oyer again, affirm that the religious instruction is non- 
sectarian, and strictly in accordance with the Board’s rule. The intention of the 
committee in this respect is to show that the Testament is taught without having 
for its object the inculcation of any peculiar doctrine, in the same spirit of fair 
play, during the hours for religious instruction ; as, for instance, the Scripture 
Extracts, ,or any of the books of the Board, are, and must be, taught during the 
ordinary hours for general instruction. It is, of course, a misapprehension to 
suppose that the religious instruction, as religious instruction, is in accordance 
with the Board’s rule, as the Commissioners take no cognizance whatever of the 
mode of communicating religious instruction, their jurisdiction over it ceasing 
when the formalities as to time and notification have been observed, and when 
due regard to parental right and authority is evinced, by not compelling any 
child to receive a religious instruction to which its parent or guardian objects. 

In placing the evidence before the Commissioners we beg to state, that we 
give it (almost in every instance) in the same words and form in which we read 
it aloud for the witnesses at the conclusion of their examination ; and as a careful 
perusal of what was said on both sides will, of course, be made by the Board, 
and as a rehearsal here of each case would be simply to rehearse the whole 
evidence again, we deem it to be unnecessary to do more than classify the 
general nature of the charges, and refer the Commissioners to the pages in the 
Appendix, where evidence to sustain or rebut them is to be found. 

From the right Rev. Dr. Denvir’s statement of his charges, and the evidence 
produced to sustain them, the following may be regarded as the general heads 
under which those charges can be classed : — 

1. That some of the rules of the school committee were opposed in spirit to 
those of the National Board. 

2. That parents or guardians objected to the religious instruction of the school, 
and that those objections were unheeded. 

3. That when the objection of the parent or guardian was attended to, the 
child, on account of its absence from religious instruction, was deprived of some 
of the advantages of the institution, namely, the breakfast every morning, and the 
clothes. 

4. That if a parent or guardian desire to have an alteration made in the regis- 
tration of the religion of the child, it cannot be done by the rules of the school ; 
and that the child must continue in the religion in which it was at first entered, 
or be removed altogether from the school. 
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5. That a child was prevailed upon by some person to go to church, and was 
so tampered with as to refuse going with her nearest relatives, when claimed by 
them, and is retained by the school committee. 

To support the first charge, “ That some of the rules of the committee were 
“ opposed in spirit to those of the National Board,” we have had in evidence the 
rules of the school, which since the date of the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir’s complaint, 
have undergone considerable and important change. 

The rules of the school ( see Seventh Report, pages 30 and 33), which bear on 
the point are these : — 

“ Her attendance must be regular : punctuality to eight o’clock in the 
“ morning being particularly insisted on.” 

“ The routine of school avocations is as follows : — The children assemble at 
“ eight in the morning. Those children appointed to do the work of the house 
“ are to come an hour earlier ; half an hour is given for washing, changing the 
“ clothes, combing the hair ; at half-past eight a hymn is sung, and a Scripture 
“ lesson given; breakfast at nine, play-ground till ten ; from ten till two in the 
“ school, dinner and play from two to three ; school resumed at three, and 
“ continued till dusk in winter, and six in summer.” 



Origin and history The origin and history of the new rule, which alters the bearing of the above 
of iule of February ru i es ma y be learned from the following minutes of the committee of the 
,2 ‘ h -‘ 855 ' school:- 

“ 1 1th December 1854. — Mrs. Todd laid before the committee a most extra- 
“ ordinary message she had received from Dr. Denvir, through Mrs. Gilliland, 
“ one of the mothers of the children, viz., that he requested the reading of the 
“ Scriptures should be discontinued in school, and also the singing of the hymn. 
“ The ladies present instructed Mrs. Todd that she was, in no instance, to attend 
“ to messages of the kind. 

“ 4th January 1855. — Miss M'Kinstrey was examined relative to the insub- 
“ ordination of a little girl in school during the morning reading. On questioning 
“ the child, she said, the priest, Mr. Conway, had desired her to act as she had 
“ done. Miss M'Kinstrey also stated that Mrs. M‘ Manus, the mother of another 
“ girl, had come to her to object to the joint reading, but that she did it not 
“ from her own judgment, but because the priest had called with her five times, 
“ to tell her that she must forbid the child listening to the reading. This woman 
“ said plainly, that she was herself no way dissatisfied, but came, because urged 
“ to do so. It came out also, in the course of conversation, that the Roman- 
“ catholic children in school had, on two successive Sundays, been detained in 
“ chapel till after the proper dinner hour; and on being questioned, they gave as 
“ a reason, that they had been detained to be interrogated concerning the school, 
“ whether meat was given them on Lent days, when they were sent on errands, 
“ &c. ; finally, orders were given that none of them should go on any errand to 
“ either of the ladies secretaries to the school committee. 

“ 6th January 1855. — The question of interference by the priest was met by 
“ the additional resolutions, read and agreed to, although not regularly moved 
“ and seconded : — 

“ Resolved 1st. — That we cannot change the plan of reading before breakfast, 
“ being the same formerly sanctioned by the committee, including Catholic 
“ members, and which we are certain has been carried out in a truly non- 
“ sectarian spirit. 

“ Resolved 2d. — That as the objection to the joint reading has been traced to 
“ the Roman-catholic priest, the parent averring that she herself did not object, 
“ we hereby declare that we will receive no dictation from such a source. 

“ Resolved 3d. — That the unwarrantable interference of the priests, in desiring 
“ the pupils in school to disobey their teachers, must be at once put a stop to, 
“ as subversive of all subordination in the school. 

“ Resolved 4th. — That should any more messages be brought, the teacher be 
“ desired to report the same to tlie weekly visitors, with whom it may rest to 

“ reprimand. 
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reprimand, or otherwise punish the bearer of such message, and to bring the 
“ circumstance before the Saturday’s committee. b 

" Resolved 5th.— That any girl persevering to bring such messages, to be 
“ punished by expulsion. 

“Resolved 6th.— That every pupil be made aware of these rules at entering 
•“ the school. 

“ 12th February.— It was found that one of the girls continued to come to 
“ school after breakfast, and that objections to the joint reading having been 
“ renewed, and professing to come from some of the parents, it was resolved, 
“ that as no radical change could be made in our early morning arrangements, 
“ without an entire sacrifice, of the time of the Protestant pupils, we cannot 
“ admit, during this time, any children whose idleness would disturb the reading ; 
“ but still, willing to do for the community all we pledge ourselves to them, and 
“ the National Board, we shall in future allow objectors to attend for secular 
•“ instruction from ten o’clock, a m., to six, p.m., every day. Meanwhile, in 
“ doing this, we again solemnly protest, that we have never interfered with 'the 

religion of any child, or swerved from our non-sectarian principles.” 

By this rule of February 12th, introduced since the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir 
made his charges, but according to the testimony of Miss Ireland (page 31), 
before the committee of the school had learned that there was an investigation 
ordered by the Board, it is evident that the child of a parent or guardian who 
objects to the religious instruction, may come to school after the religious 
instruction is over. 

, The evidence which bears upon the second general charge : ,£ That parents or 
“ guardians objected to the religious instruction of the school, and that their 
“ objections were unheeded,” is found in the case of Mary Sullivan, as deposed 
toby John Hayes, her uncle (page 15); and in connexion with it the testimony of 
John Twigg (page 16), of Miss M'Laughlin (page 22), and of Mrs. Todd (pages 
45, 46), are highly important. 

The case of Mary M'Carroll also refers to the second general charge, for the 
evidence of whose mother, Rose M'Carroll, see page 21 ; and the rebutting evi- 
dence of the matron, Mrs. Todd, see page 46. 

For the evidence which bears upon the third charge, see the case of Mary 
Gilliland. Along with the testimony of the mother of the child, Mrs. Gilliland 
(page 17), the evidence of Mrs. Bruce (pages 39, 40), and of Mrs. Todd 
(pages 45, 46), should be taken into consideration. 

The case of Catherine M'Kenna also bears upon the third charge; for the 
evidence of which case we beg to refer to the testimony of the mother, Margaret 
M'Kenna (page 19), and the examination of the teacher of the school, Miss Orr 
(page 43). 

The case which hears upon the fourth charge, “That if a parent or guardian 
“ desire to have an alteration made in the registration of the religion of the child, 
“ it cannot be done by the rules of the school ; and that the child must continue 
“ in the religion in which it was at first entered, or be removed altogether from the 
“ school,” is that of Sosby, and to it we beg the special attention of the Board. 

The history of the rule of the school, and its application to the child of the 
witness Sosby, can be best learned from the following minutes of the com- 
mittee : — 

“ September 1851. — Two little girls, Jane Watson and M. J. Manhinnery> 
“ who were among those reproved for giddiness, had a further charge brought 
“ against them in a fault connected with this ; their giddiness in the Sunday 
“ school had led to their being several times reproved, and persevering in 
“ boldness, they had three weeks previously been sent out of the school. On 
f* the following Sunday, they had accompanied another child to to the Unitarian 
“ Meeting-house; this they had done a second time, when a lady of the com- 
“ mittee, meeting them in the porch, inquired if this was their own place of 
xc worship, and finding it was not, desired them to go where their parents had 
“ entered them for. The following Sunday they went to chapel, and the monthly 
“ meeting following the'day after, the children were brought down, reproved for 
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thus going from place to place, and desired to return to the Presbyterian 
“ Meeting-house on Sunday, they having been entered as Presbyterians. 

“October 13, 1851. — The two little girls, J. Watson and M. J. Manhinnery 
« having persevered to go to chapel, contrary to their entry as Presbyterians, the 
“ subject was again brought before committee, when it appeared that the 
tf children had declared their mothers now Catholics, although Presbyterians at 
“ the time they were entered in school ; that, consequently, they now wished to 
“ take them to chapel ; to inquire further of the mothers they were sent for, but 
“ the little girls returned to say that they could find neither of them, as both 
“ were from home, working. As the committee was then about rising, the affair 
“ was referred to a sub-committee on Saturday ; with this sub-committee a dis- 
“ cretionary power was left of allowing the children to remain till the whole 
; “ could be referred to another monthly meeting. 



“ October 18, 1851. — The mothers of J. Watson and M. J. Manhinnery did 
tc not come to the committee, as summoned to do ; the children were again sent 
“ for them, and returned with a similar answer to that brought on Monday, on 
“ which the committee decided that all must be left to the committee of manage- 
“ ment, and meantime the children must remain out, as their mothers had not 
“ thought worth while to appear. After this two older girls we sent to look for 
“ the women, and, after the committee had separated, they returned with the 
“ information that one of them had seen Watson’s mother, who told them she 
“ was in service and could not come ; but if any of the ladies would come to her, 
at her master’s, she would talk to them. She added, however, that she did 
<c not know what sort of school it was, as the children learned nothing in it. 



“October 25, 1851. — The mothers of J. Watson and M. J. Manhinnery not 
“ appearing to meet the committee, although both had been at the school in the 
“ course of the morning, the following resolutions were passed in substance, 
“ Miss M‘Cracken alone supporting the opinion that the resolutions of last 
Saturday should be rescinded, and the children taken unconditionally.: — 

“ * 1st. TMt the children were dismissed, not from their change of religion, 
“ * but for contempt of the committee, both on their own part and that of their 
“ * parents. 



“ ‘ 2d. That this contempt was shown by the mothers in not coming to explain 
to the committee, and that their coming to-day, at an hour which they knew was 
not that of meeting, cannot be received as sufficient apology. 

“ ‘ 3d. That, after supporting and educating their children for such a length 
“ c of time, the committee feel that any women possessed of common feelings of 
u * gratitude would have made a point of doing all in their power to give the 
ft * necessary explanations. 

“ ‘ 4th, That the excuse of being a servant, sent by Jane Watson’s mother, is 
“ ‘ not considered sufficient, inasmuch as servants, with us, are not slaves ; and 
“ c they think that any mistress, properly acquainted with the circumstances, 
“ f would see the necessity of the case. 

“ c 5th. That they understand that, so far from considering anything due to 
“ ‘ the committee, this woman speaks of the school in, terms of contempt, won- 
“ ‘ dering what the children learn in it. 

“ £ 6th. That this conduct on the part of the mothers is joined with, and in 
“ * some degree explains, the very indecent display on the part of the girls, 
“ * who, when told they were to go home, evinced the most shameful and extra- 
“ ‘ vagant rejoicing, to the great scandal of the school and the injury of the other 
“ ‘ pupils. 

“ e 7th. That if the mother of M. J. Manhinnery told the truth in regard to 
t( ‘ her little girl, the conduct of the latter was particularly blameable, since, 
“ ‘ after all the committee said to her about bringing her mother, the latter 
u ‘ declares she never heard a word on the subject till the child was dismissed. 

“ 1 8th. That on account of all these circumstances, and to prevent mis under- 
xc ‘ standing in the committee, the secretaries are instructed to bring the subject 
“ ‘ before the full committee in November, before which, also, the mothers are 

• • “ * expected 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




INDUSTRIAL NATIONAL SCHOOL, BELFAST. n. 

« ‘ expected to appear, with such explanations and apologies as their past conduct 
“ * requires. 

* ** ‘ 9th. That in case this is done, so as to show the disrespect was not inten- 

“ ‘ tional, and that there is a real desire on the part of the little girls to return, 

“ * and to act more steadily in future than they have been recently doing, this 
“ ‘ sub-committee will recommend to the general committee to re-admit the 
« ‘ children as Catholics. 

“ ‘ 10th. That this committee will further recommend the enactment of abye- 
“ c law to prevent any such difficulty as the present in future ; that this prospec- 
“ e tive bye-law shall enact, that children entered in the school shall be obliged, 

“ 1 during - the time of remaining pupils, to conform to the creed by which their 
<e ‘ parents have entered them. 

“ ‘ 11th. That the strict impartiality of the management in school, and their 
« ‘ determination to be entirely non-sectarian, renders such a rule only con- 
« 1 formable with our other regulations ; but no law having been previously 
« « made, the present instance of change, as it is by the desire of the parents, 

* e ‘ may be, in the estimation of this sub-committee, overlooked.’ 

« 7th November 1851. — The two little girls, Watson and Manhinnery, with 
« the mothers of both, were brought before the committee, and, after severe 
“ reproval for former boldness and giddiness, and reprehension to the mothers 
1 ‘ for former disrespect in not coming to the committee when sent for, they were 
« taken again into school on trial ; Miss Orr being requested to report their 
“ conduct next monthly meeting. 

“ 8th November 1851. — The bye-law alluded to in note 10th, of Saturday, 

“ 25th October, was then proposed as a means of preventing scenes such as the 
<! present being brought before committee. 

“ 10th November 1851. — To give importance to this bye-law we here Tepeat 
“it : that any child entered in the school shall in future be obliged, during the 
« time of remaining a pupil, to conform to the creed by which her parents have 
“ entered her. 

« Hth December 1854. — Rosanna Sosby came to committee to say that she 
“ wished her child, whom she had lately got admitted to the school, and then 
‘ entered as a Protestant, to be now entered on the books as a Roman-catholic. 

« Althouo-h she had always been a Roman- catholic, yet, her husband having 
« been a° Protestant, she vzished her child then to be the same ; but she had 
“ received several messages from the priest, and she was compelled to come to 
“ the committee. 

“ Resolved, That the committee cannot in any instance break through the 
« regular rule, viz., ‘ that children entered in school shall be obliged, during the 
< time of remaining pupils, to conform to the creed by which their parents or 
“ c guardians have entered them, or to leave the school.’ They have, therefore, 
« decided, that the child should leave the school, as they will not break through 
f* the rule on one hand, and, on the other, have no wish to compel the child to 
“ act contrary to her mother’s wishes.” 

For the evidence of Mrs. Sosby herself, we beg to direct you to page 18 ; and, 
as important to be taken into connexion with it, we would call special attention 
to the testimony of Mrs. Bruce {pages 39, 40), and also to that of Mrs. Todd 
(page 45). 

- The fifth head under which we have classified the charges refers to the case 
of the child (M. A. Marmion), who, it was asserted by the Rigl?t Rev. Dr. 
Denvir, in his letter to the Commissioners, “ was prevailed upon by some person 
« to go to church ; and, being claimed by her maternal aunt and paternal uncle, 
“ as well as other near relatives, she has been so tampered with as to refuse going 
“ with them, and is retained by the school committee.’ 

This case the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir refused to enter into (see page 22), as it 
had already gone to the courts of law; hut Mr. Bottomiey, on the part of the 
ladies of the committee,' demanded an opportunity of placing on record a state- 
ment in relation to the case. To this we could see no objection, particularly as 
l: 88 . B 2 the 
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the ladies of the committee appeared to regard the charge as an aspersion upon 
the character of two of their members. We accordingly did receive Miss Ireland's 
statement in relation to the case, and have appended it to the minutes of evidence 
(page 47). 

An account of the working of the school, its general management, the prim 
ciples on which it is conducted, and the results of the education imparted will 
be found in t.he evidence of Miss Ireland, the correspondent of the school’with 
the Board ; of Mrs. Bruce, an important member of the ladies’ commitee ■ of 
the teachers of the school, Miss Orr and Mrs. Todd, and in the reports of ’the 
school which we forward with the minutes of evidence. 

Mr. Bottomley protests (pages 19 and 24) against the admission of the evi- 
dence of MTtennaand M’Carroll, because it relates to a time subsequent to the 
date of the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir's complaint ; but, as we had entered upon 
inquiry which necessarily involved the whole character of the school, and as 
these witnesses were produced to show that a vital principle of the Board’s rules 
was violated, we expressed then, what we here repeat, that even had we received 
ho written instructions from the Board relative to the matter, we should have 
felt it to be our bounden duty to institute an immediate and scrupulous inquiry 
into the truth or falsehood of the women’s statements. As we understand our 
duty, it is to make immediate inquiry, when it is possible, into any infraction of 
the Board’s rule which ive hear of or observe in the national schools under our 
superintendence. How, then, could we reject the testimony of a person who 
was brought before us to show that, under the very roof of the house in which 
we sat, there had been a violation of the first, the fundamental principle of the 
whole system of national education. As well might we have refused to receive 
the very important minute of the ladies’ committee of the 12th February (see 
page 9), which so materially alters the rules of the school, and serves to assist 
the Commissioners in their decision on this case, simply because it was enacted 
ten days after the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir made his complaint to the Board, and 
three days after we had received instructions to hold this investigation. In our 
' ve , could not have refused to receive the evidence of M'Kenna. and 
M Carroll, and we accordingly did receive it. 

At page 1 5 will he found the Rev. Mr. Orr’s protest to the examination of John 
Hayes, ‘ respecting conversations reported to him by Mary Sullivan, his niece, 

when he was not present at those conversations, and requiring that Mary Sul- 
livan herself be produced.” We ruled against this objection, for the obvious 

reason that \ve had previously learned from the witness Hayes (page 15,), that the 

child whom Mr. Orr demanded to be produced was at the time in Glasgow with 
her aunt ; and we believed it to be within the jurisdiction of inquirers into the 
management of the school to receive the information which Hayes asserts had 
been communicated to him by his niece. 

There is one other point in relation to the proceedings to which we think it 
necessary to advert. 

On the fourth day of inquiry the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir intimated a wish that 
we should proceed to the residence of a person (the grandmother of Mary Sul- 
livan, as we understood), who is bed-ridden, to receive from her some further 
testimony which he thought it desirable to present. We felt ourselves con- 
strained to refuse this application by the nature of the arrangements which we 
had made for the conduct of the inquiry, and particularly as it would have been 
extremely inconvenient to re-open the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir’s case. 

The nature of the case rendered it necessary to inquire into the whole manage- 
meat and working of the school, not only because the ladies of the committee 
desired it, as announced by Mr. Bottomley in his statement, page 30, a course 
to which they appeared fairly entitled, as the charges were a reflection on the 
general character of the school, but also because the proving or disproving of 
the charges led to a retrospect of the school for years back, and to the practices 
that prevailed at the very time of the inquiry. We allude to this to account for 
the somewhat discursive kind of evidence which we received, and also to explain 
why we forward the statements of the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir, Mr. Bottomley, 
and the Rev. Mr. Orr, along with the testimony of the witnesses. 
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In concluding this report we beg to state, that we were offered every facility 
by the ladies connected with the school, and the gentlemen engaged on both 
sides of the investigation, to obtain an accurate knowledge of the whole of the 
facts of the case for the information of the Board. 



Conclusion. 



We have, &c. 

(signed) Patrick Joseph Keenan, Head Inspector. 
. James Patterson, District Inspector. 

The Secetanes, &c. &c.. 

Education Office, Dublin. 
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First Day, Thursday, 26 April, 1855. 



Right Rev. Dr. Denvir’s Statement. 

It came within my cognizance that some Catholic children attending this school were Statement of Right 
f> om g through a process of instruction of a religious kind, not in consonance with the teach- Rev. Dr. Denvir. 

ings of the Catholic Church. Having ascertained the names of some of these children, I 

interrogated them on the subject, and I found it reported by them that it was compulsory 26 A P ril 1865 * 
on them to be present at the reading of Scriptures and the singing of hymns, at a certain 
•hour before 10 o’clock in the morning ; and that the meaning of some Scriptural passages 
was explained to them by a Protestant mistress. I considered it then to be my duty to 
inform the nearest relatives of those children— they being Catholics — that it was their right 
to object to any religious instruction being: imparted to their children, unless by persons 
appointed or approved by them. Some of these parents did, I understand, object to have 
religious instruction given to their children here. I will mention one — a man named Hayes, 
uncle of a girl named 'Sullivan, who came to this establishment and signified his desire that 
. 8 n ’ece, Sullivan, should not receive religious instruction here, nor be present at the sin°-- 
rng of hymns. Notwithstanding his remonstrance, made in the presence of a man (named 
8 8. B 3 Twigg, 
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Statement of Right Twigg, I believe) who was his companion, the child was called up again, on the following 
ltev. Dr. Denvir. day, or immediately after, to be present at those religious exercises as formerly ; and I think, 
a a subsequent day the child refused to be present at them, and she was chastised (slapped), 
he said that she had stated, as her reason for not attending this class, that she was told by 



2G April 1856. gh e 



her uncle not to attend it : and that she further gave Dr. Denvir as an authority, whose 
opinion it was that she should not attend after her uncle had objected. She stated (to Dr. 
Denvir) that, on being chastised, she made a noise, cried, and left the place where she had been 
sitting. She further stated that she had been put out on the lobby, and that finally, she was 
told she must comply with this rule, or quit the school. If my impressions be not erroneous, 
the ladies' committee had been examining this case at the time. I consider this case to be 
a violation of the rules of the National Board, one of which says : 

tt The patrons of the several schools have the right of appointing such religious 
tt instruction as they may think proper to be given therein; provided that each school be 
it 0 p en to children of all communions ; that due regard be had to parental right and 
it authority ; that, accordingly, no child be compelled to receive, or to be present at, any 
“ religious instruction to which his parents or guardians object ; and that the time for giving 
“ it be so fixed that no child shall be thereby, in effect, excluded, directly or indirectly, from 
« the other advantages which the school affords. Subject to this, religious instruction may 
■tt he given, either during the fixed school hours or otherwise.” 

I contend for it, that one of the rules of this establishment is quite incompatible with that 
rule I refer to one of the rules of this school contained in the “ Seventh Report of the 
Committee for 1853-54, of the Belfast Ladies’ Industrial National School for Girls, con- 
ducted in the Lancasterian School-house, Frederick-street.” The rule to which I reier is 
found at page 33, fifth line. (See Appendix A). 

“The routine of school avocations is as follows: — The children assemble at eight in the 



morning: : those children appointed to do the work of the house are to come an hour 

the. nln+hpa r'lrnihuw the hair: at 



.. earlier- half an hour is given for washing, changing the clothes, combing the hair; at 
“half-past eight a hymn is sung and a Scripture lesson given; breakfast at nine; play- 
“ ground till ten ; from ten till two in school; dinner and play from two to three; school 
« resumed at three, and continued till dusk in winter, and six in summer. 

Now, if I am correctly informed, this rule is rigidly enforced, in defiance of the Board’s 
rule read by me, notwithstanding that parents and guardians of the Catholic children objected 

to their children being present at the religious exercises. . , 

I have been informed bv a parent (Mrs-. Gilliland) that she objected here against the 
religious instruction being given toiler child, and that she was told, that if she did not wish 
that her child should be present at the religious instruction, she might keep her child at 
home until she received her breakfast, at home, and then to come to school, iou win 
remark that this occurred subsequently to the time that I commenced to make inquiries as 
to the system of teaching here. The child, however, told its parent that it .iad received 
different instructions here— namely, that it must stay at home unless it came here in the 
mornings from half-past eight o’clock to nine o’clock, to attend with the rest. 

There is "a Mrs. M'Kenna, whose statement is similar to Gilliland’s. 

There is another case— that of a Mrs. Sosby, who has or had a child here in this establish- 
ment. The father of this child, she states, was a Protestant. When she left her child here, 
she was asked of what religion was the child’s father, and she answered the question very 
fairly, that the child’s father, who was dead, had been a Protestant, the child herselt and 
the mother being Catholics. The mother seems to have been afraid, on account of what she 
said, that the child would be here entered as a Protestant, and educated as such, sue 
returned here, and inquired whether her child was entered as a Protestant or Catholic, and 
requested that she might be entered as a Catholic, and treated as one. She informs me 
that the reply given by the committee was, that the religious denomination of the child 
could not be changed ; that, as she entered as a Protestant, she should remain the same. 
The teacher (Mrs. Todd) that evening sent the child home, with orders not to return. 

Mrs. M'Ardle has more recently objected, within some days past, to the reception, by njir 
child, of the religious exercises in the morning, and the religious instructions ; notv ? , 
standing her objections her child has been compelled to attend: the rule of the senoo 
demanded that she should be here in the morning whilst religious instruction was being- 



given. 



In the case of very poor people like these, whose children get their breakfast here, an 
are dieted here, they feel it a great hardship that their children should be deprived of tne 
same benefits which others receive, unless they submit to be present at the rea 1 ° 

- - s ; and I consider this to be a very 



explanation of the Scriptures and the singing of hymns , — * , . 

powerful, although it may be construed as an indirect means of compelling the enua 
attend at' the aforesaid exercises ; and being such, I further consider it to be in . r ® c der 



under 



traventiun of Rule 3, section 2, of tbe National Board, and its interpretation as given u 

the same rule. , „ . . * n f 

There is another case referred to in my statement to the Commissioners, namely, 
a child who would not be given up, who was so tampered with as not to consent to g 
her relatives by whom she was claimed, the investigation of which I will not at present g , 
■because it is one which is to come before the courts of law in Dublin. ^ 

rThe Right Rev. Dr. Denvir then expressed his repudiation of proselytism hy any Pf r “, C -i 
and said that he would have denounced the school from the altar, but that he consi 
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his duty, as a Commissioner of. Education, and the school being a national school, to 
•institute such a rigorous investigation as would result in eliciting the truth of the allegations 
made by the parents or guardians. He then concluded, as follows :] 

There is one fact which I consider it important to mention, that on a certain evening, the 
date of which I forget, I was waited on by two of the ladies of the committee of this school, 
to inform me that a committee of the ladies was held upon that day, from which committee 
they had just come; and that the determination of the committee was, that no alteration 
would be made in this rule to which objection had been taken by the-parents and guardians. 

These ladies were Mrs. Thompson and Mrs. M'Laughlin. I think it was then I said that 
I was sorry for this affair ; because I have been giving my mite as a subscriber to this school 
for 20 years. I think it necessary to allude to this, that you may refer to the minute book 
■of the meeting. 

John Hayes , being examined, deposes : 

A niece of his, Mary Sullivan, was at the school here ; she was living with witness ; she 
was an orphan ; witness was her guardian ; she is not now at the school ; she is at present 

with a sister of witness in Glasgow ; the child was 12 years of age ; does not recollect when 

she was admitted; she was brought to the school by her grandmother; the child was a 
Roman-catholic, as were also her father and mother ; she was registered as a Catholic here 
by direction of her grandmother ; the child might have been here for four months ; the 
grandmother is an aged woman— aged eighty-five years, and confined to her bed ; the 
grandmother stated the child was a Catholic, and that she wished her to be educated as one. 

Witness heard that the child was receiving religious instruction here, to attend to the Bible 
and Testament classes, as near as could be, for half an hour each morning ; heard that the 
mistress of the school explained to the children what they were reading ; heard also of their 
singing hymns, and heard the child speak of commandments which were not those of her 
church. Hearing this, witness on the 2d January, this year, came down to the school ; he 
sent from the hall for Mrs. Todd, the mistress of the school, and asked her did she know 
Mary Sullivan; Mrs. Todd told him she did; he asked her how Mary .Sullivan behaved in 
the school, and was told very well ; but that she was sometimes late in the mornings. 

"Witness then told the mistress that he wanted the child to be brought up in the Catholic 
religion, as both father and mother were Catholics; she told him whatever religion the 
child was entered for on the books when she first came to the school she should remain 
He then asked the mistress if there was not a Bible class, and was told there was a Testa- 
ment class. There was a man along with witness, named John Twigg; the mistress, in the 
presence of this man, said there was a Bible class, and that there was half an hour for the 
reading of the Bible and Testament every morning before breakfast; but that the children 
'of the different persuasions were sent to their own places of worship upon the Sundays. 

Witness told the mistress that he wished her not to meddle with the child’s religious instruc- 
tion at all ; she replied, that there was but the one rule of the place, and that those who did 
not comply with that rule could not he here. Witness then left; he told the child on 
Tuesday night (the 2d) that she was not to sit in the class when the Bible was reading, but 
to rise and go away. The child told the mistress next day (Wednesday) that she was not 
allowed to sit in the Bible class. 

[The Rev. Mr. Orr here interposes, and hands in a document, of which the following is 
a copy : — ■] 

“ The Rev. J. H. Orr, on behalf of the mistress, Mrs. Todd, enters his protest against 
“ evidence being given by John Hayes respecting conversations reported to him by Mary 
“ Sullivan, his niece, when he was not present at those conversations; and requires that 
?* Mary Sullivan herself shall be produced.” 

Examination continued. 

. When the child came home on Wednesday night, she told witness that she had told the 
mistress, as directed by witness, and, with other children who had done the same, was put 
out. upon the stairs. He told the child on Wednesday night that she was to do the same on 
•Thursduy morning. On Thursday morning she did the same, and a few other children with 
her were put out on the stairs. The mistress and some big girl that worked in the kitchen 
heat the child because she would not sit in the Bible class. The child was kept there ^on the 
Stairs) until the committee met ; she was brought down in presence of the ladies and charged 
with disturbing the school, and encouraging others to do the same, and was sent home by 
the committee. The child never came back to the school. On the 5th or 6th of January 
she was sent home, and on the Tuesday or Wednesday following witness sent her to his 
sister in .Glasgow. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Bottomley in writing. 

• 1. Was her grandmother her guardian when the girl came to the school first? — Witness 
was guardian or protector to both grandmother and child. The grandmother walked with 
great difficulty when the girl first came to the school. 

; 2. Why did the. grandmother bring her to the school instead of you?— Because witness . 
had a big- family to work for ; is a flax-dresser in a mill. 

88 . b 4 3 - Wh y 
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3. Why did the grandmother not come to the school to speak about the religious instruc 

tion ?— Because she was at the time confined to her bed ; she was sometimes well some- 
times ill. * 

4. Why did she not send a written order by you, ordering the child not to be instructed 

in the morning class ?— Because he never dreamt there was such a trade (practice) carrying 
on. Witness was a pupil in the school-house as a boy, when there was no religious' instruct 
tion given in the school, and he accordingly thought there was no such practice as giving 
religious instruction observed in the school. 6 ° 

5. Are you aware that religious instruction is given in national schools, the Bible read 

and the catechisms of various churches taught ?— -Witness is now aware of it. ’ 

6. When did you become aware of it ?— About the latter end of December. The first he 
heard of jt was from the little girl herself before he came in January to the school. 

(Question 5 is repeated).— Are you aware that religious instruction is given in national 
schools, the Bible read, and the catechisms of various churches taught ’—Witness is aware 
of it no further than this, that in his time when at' school, religious instruction was given on 
Saturdays in Douegall-street, to the Roman-eatholics, and in Academy-street, to the Pro- 
testants ; and that he heard of the practice only when the child told him of it in December 
Was only at the Donegall-street national school, and knew no more of national schools than 
from what he recollects of it. Thought that as no religious instruction was given when he 
was a pupil in this school, that the same practice should prevail still ; knew that some change 
had taken place in the regulations of the school, such as the giving of diet; but thought 
notwithstanding, that no alteration had taken place in the rules as regards religious 
instruction. & 

7. Were you aware that the rules of the school are read to every parent or guardian before 
any child is admitted ? — He was not. He was not aware that there were any printed rules 

and cannot say. that he ever saw any printed rules until now. f 

The rule of the school relating to the routine arrangements (page 33, line 5 of Seventh 
Report of the school) was here read, and the witness was asked if he had known of this rule 
whether lie would have permitted his niece to come to the school.— In reply he stated that 

if he had known of the rule he would not have allowed her to come. 

, 8# _J?oyou consider it a good means of maintaining the discipline of any school to instruct 
the child to obstruct tbe teacher in the discharge of her duty ? — In some points I think she 
would be wrong, and in other points right. When, wrong, I mean so long as the teacher 
was not interfering with the child’s religious instruction; and when right, when the teacher 
was giving religious instruction to the child which was objected to by her guardian. 

9 ' 1 ~y Rev. Mr. On-.] Did the matron, Mrs- Todd, when you spoke to her, tell you that 
the Koman-cathohc children read the Douay Testament in the morning class? — She 
did not. . & 



i 10 ’ sbe ^ rs> T odd ) ted y° u diat your niece must leave the school altogether, i. e. 7 
ieave it during the entire day, if she did not come for religious instruction ?— No. 

[The Rev. Mr. Orr here hands in a document, of which the following is a copy:—] 



“ Mr. Orr intimates that he will not cross-examine the witness on behalf of the teachers 
„ f l “ e school, upon the evidence he has given for Mary Sullivan, which bears against the 
teachers, as this has been already protested against.” 

i I™ 6 foregoing evidence was read aloud in the presence of the witness, who acknow- 
ledged its accuracy.] 



Evidence 
of John Twigg : 



John Twigg , being examined, deposes : 

,.S? C T panied /°r hn J ? ayeS - t0 this schoo! on the 2d or sd of January. On arriving 
innni.tf'f Wa ^ sei r* t (° r “J stres 0 s > aild the Stress came. Witness and John Haves 
I ! ] 10 ? 6 1 i t ? e S irl (Mary Sullivan) was getting on, and were told she was doing 
TkJ r Ia l he “ ,stress . expressed herself pretty well satisfied with her behaviour, &c. 

r.f 1 ' 653 f , § ave the child religious instruction, and were answered that 
P®. d 'f-’ and ‘ t . was * h . e j Ul ® ot place. Mr. Hayes said the child’s parents had been 
Catholics, and that he wished the child to get no religious instruction in this school, and the 

S fi d \v at ! here ,T as b ? fc , the 0,16 rule here > and that those who did not wish to 
"{Si n this rale could not be here. Witness considers that the religious instruction 
to which Hayes objected was the reading of the Bible and the Testament. They had asked 
the mist! ess what was the religious instruction given, and she answered that she had a Bibie 
class, and a Testament class ; they answered that the child could not read those books ; then 
Ua a - n ! Wered , that a * she could not read, she should sit in the class and hear them 

1 “ e , 1 ? lst ' J ess als ,° said that the children of the school sang hymns. Witness is no 
e ative of Mr. Hayes, but works in the same mill with him. Witness is a Roman-catholic. 

Cross-examination . 

versiorff—No'lu dki'nS'" 5 MrS ' T ° dd Say tllat lhe Catholic 'WWfen read from the Douay 
accmacy < ] reSOiD? evidea0e was read “ loud in tl,e Presence of witness, who acknowledged its 
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Mrs. Margaret Gilliland , being examined, deposes : 

Has a child at this school, who will, she supposes, be 12 years old in July; the child is a a tuXuStand. 

Catholic ; witness entered her here as a Catholic ; the father, who is five years dead, was a 

Protestant ; witness’s child was received here as a Catholic ; it was two years in January 26 April 1865. 
last from the date of her admission. Witness intimated her wishes to the teacher regarding 
her child’s receiving or not receiving religious instruction here. It was with Mrs. Todd she 
conversed on the occasion of intimating her wishes. Witness says that she came to t.he 
school and told Mrs. Todd not to give her child religious instruction of any sort. Mrs. Todd 
told her she was giving religious instruction just as Miss Orr had been giving it, and that 
she would not alter it until she would talk to the ladies of the committee on the’ Saturday 
following— that day being Wednesday. Mrs. Todd sent for witness on the following Mon- 
day morning, and told her she had spoken to the ladies concerning what witness had been 
speaking about, and said the ladies had directed her to say, that any children who would 
not come to the religious instruction should not come until 10 o’clock, but should cr e t their 
breakfast at home, and come to school clean. Understood by that, that if her child did not 
come to the reading of the Bible, she should get no breakfast. Witness kept her accordingly 
at home until 10 o’clock. Some time after, Mrs. Todd told her (the child) that if she did 
not come at the regular hour (eight o’clock) she should stay at home altogether. 

[Rev. Mr. Orr objects to witness detailing in evidence what her child told her.] 

Since then was speaking to one of the ladies (Mrs. Bruce) on the subject; Mrs. Bruce 
stated, the teacher was teaching witness’s child only what she (Mrs. Bruce) thought was 
necessary ; and that when this school was visited by Catholic ladies, they all agreed to the 
religious instructions that were given, and that the rules could not be changed for a child or 
two. Witness’s child attends in the morning at present, as Miss Orr asked her to attend 
the kitchen for a fortnight. She attends the religious instruction now, for as she comes at 
eight o’clock witness allows her to continue on. Notwithstanding any objections made by 
witness to the religious instruction, this religious instruction is still given to her child ; never 
withdrew these objections which she had made, nor never came back since. The child gets 
her breakfast now ; but when she did not attend the Bible class she did not get her 
breakfast. 



Cross-examination. 

12. Mr. Bottomley '. ] Were not the rules read to you relative to religious instruction when 
you entered the child ? — [The rule relating to religious instruction is read for the Witness]. — 
Witness, in answer, thinks not; all that she remembers in regard to that is, that the child 
would have to attend at eight o'clock in the morning. Remembers the morning she first 
brought her child, and recollects nothing about reading a rule. 

13. How long was the child at the school before you made any objection to the religious 
teaching of the school? — It was not until this winter that she made any objection, so that it 
was about two years. 

14. Were you aware that religious instruction, such as referred to in the rule read to you, 
was given in the school during this time? — Witness heard no word of it, nor no remark 
about it ; heard of the rule about religious instruction first this winter. 

15. Did you never, during those two years, inquire of the child what was taught to her? 
— She did not, for she did not think there was anything strange taught to her ; she was told 
before her child came first, there were no Catholic children taken into the school, but she 
afterwards heard it was a liberal school, and that the children got leave to go to their places 
of worship. 

16. How did you first learn, and from whom, that religious teaching was the practice of 
the school? — From the clergy inspecting the children in the chapel school. 

[This was of a Sunday, at Sunday-school.] 

17. Did you not state to Mrs. Bruce* that you did not object to the religious instruction, 
but that the clergy did ? — Yes ; if it was not for the clergy, and Mrs. Bruce’s telling her 
that it was visited by the Catholic ladies; for the clergy had a better right to know than she, 
who does not know how to read or write.+ She came to Mrs. Bruce with the intention of 
giving her warning that she would withdraw her child altogether ; the child came to witness 
and asked her not to give warning that day, because Miss Orr had told her she would be 
in the kitchen for a fortnight, and would not be asked to attend the Bible class. Witness 
cannot say whether Mrs. Bruce asked her if she objected to the religious instructiou herself, 
or if it was the clergy that objected. 

18. Did you tell Mrs. Todd that the priest, Mr. Conway, had requested you to come 
about the religious instruction? — She did, and that his Lordship the Bishop did the same. 

19. After the child came at 10 o’clock for sometime, did she then, by your permission, come 
at eight o’clock ? — Yes ; she gave her liberty to come at eight o’clock. It was after 
Mrs. Bruce spoke to witness she gave her leave to come ; she has come ever since at eight 

o’clock ; 



* Mrs. Bruce is Treasurer to the Committee. 

t Nothing; more intelligible than this could be got from the witness in answer to this question. 

88. C 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




8 CORRESPONDENCE, &c., RELATIVE TO THE LANCASTERIAN 



Evidence 

of Mrs. M. Gilliland. 
26 April 1866. 



Evidence 
of Rose A. Sosby. 

27 April 1866. 



o’clock; it is about two months since; thinks her child at present receives the religious 
instruction ; has an objection at present to her receiving the instruction. 

[Mr. Bottomley objects to the last question.] 

• 20 . Right Rev. Dr. Denvir .] Did she (witness) ever withdraw her objection, made against 
the religious instruction ? — No. 

21. Mr. Bottomley.'] If you object to the religious instruction, why do you allow your 
child to come to receive it ? — Witness will take her child out of it now, that is all she can. 
do • she allowed her to attend for the last two months, because she was anxious her child 
should get as much education as possible, and she intended soon taking her away. 

[The foregoing evidence was read in the presence of witness, who acknowledged its 
accuracy.] 



Second Day, Friday, 27 April 1855. 

Rose Anne Sosby, being examined, deposes : 

Witness placed a child in this school in the beginning of last winter ; handed her over to 
the committee of ladies, who were sitting here. The ladies asked about the religion of her 
husband, who will be dead six years next June, and witness answered that he was a Pro- 
testant; no question, to her recollection, was asked of her in relation to her own religion, or 
that of her child ; witness left her child here then; the child will be nine years old on the 
25 th of next June. Witness returned at a subsequent period to see about the religious 
instruction of her child; she came here in the morning (of a Monday), to make inquiries 
with the child ; she came to the teacher, Mrs. Todd. Witness told Mrs. Todd that she 
wanted the child’s religion to be changed, for she understood she was entered as a Protestant. 
Witness thinks the registration was made through her own neglect, on account of mentioning 
about the father’s religion. Witness’s child was baptized in the Catholic Church, and was, 
up to the time of placing her in the school, reared a Catholic ; stated a moment ago, that 
when she entered her child here she neglected to have the registration of her child’s religion 
made. Witness understood that the first two Sundays the child was here, she was sent to 
the church school (St. Ann’s.) The child told her that she had been at the church school 
for these two Sundays, and witness never sent her here again on Sundays. It was on the 
Monday, eight days following this, that witness came to the school to speak to the mistress 
to alter the registration ; she then came to the mistress to get her properly registered as a 
Catholic. She told Mrs. Todd her business, and Mrs. Todd told witness she could do 
nothing in the case ; it was a monthly meeting day of the committee, and Mrs. Todd told 
her to come back that day at one o’clock. Witness accordingly came, saw a great number 
of ladies in the committee-room, told the ladies that she wanted her child’s religion to be 
altered in the books, that she wished her to be entered as a Catholic. Witness first knew 
that her child was entered on the books as a Protestant by her child having been sent to the 
church school on Sunday. Witness told the committee the object of her visit to them, and 
was told, in answer to her application to have the entry of her child’s religion changed, that 
they would make no alteration with regard to her religion ; by that she understood that the 
religion of her child would not be changed ; the ladies told her it would not : she further 
understood from the ladies’ answer, that if the child remained in the school she would he 
educated as a Protestant, and if she did not remain what she was, she would be put out of 
the school; witness meant by th« words “ what she was,” that she should remain as a Pro- 
testant, or be put out of the school; did not consent to allow her child to remain as a 
Protestant in the school. To the second part of the ladies’ answer, namely, that the child 
should be put out of the school, witness answered “ very well;” meant by that answer 
“ very well,” that she would abide by the consequences of her child being turned out of the 
school. Witness understood no further from the ladies than that according to the rules of 
the school, the child should remain as she was, or be sent home ; that they would make no 
alteration. The child was told by Mrs. Todd that evening coming home, not to come back. 
Witness never sent the child back. 



Cross-examination. 

22. Mr. Bottomley .] To whom did you speak when you first brought the child to school? 

—On Saturday a lady visited her, and on the Monday following she brought the child to the 
committee of ladies. _ . 

23. Was not the rule (relative to religious instruction) read in your hearing at the time 

you brought the child first to this school ? — Yes. • 

24. Were you not told, when you first brought your child to school, that whatever religion 

she was entered as belonging to she must so remain ? — Witness does not recollect ; and if it 
was spoken about, she must not have been paying attention. • 

25. Was it not at your own request that your child was entered as a Protestant . Not 

at her request. . , 

26. Did you not say, at the time you brought the child to school, that you had promised 
the father of the child to bring her up as a Protestant ? — No, never ; that was never 
mentioned. 
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27. Did you not, at that time, know that the child was entered as a Protestant on the 
registry ? — Not at that time ; but witness leaves no fault on the ladies, as she herself neglected 
speaking on the subject in the right manner. 

28. Were you not told distinctly that, she was entered as a Protestant? — No, not to her 
recollection. When she came that day, she did not know that there would be any question 
asked about the religion of her child ; knew that at schools religion was generally taught, 
and that, accordingly, religion would be taught here : knew that children of different per- 
suasions were coming here ; was aware that in some time her child would receive religious 
instruction ; it was her poverty that induced her to send her here, and she was not thinking 
much of religion then; the child was not far advanced. 

Question 28 is repeated. — The witness, in reply, says no ; if it was put, she paid no 
attention to it ; and she never intended that her child should be reared up a Protestant. The 
rules as to attendance she remembers having attended to; but she remembers nothing about 
religion, except as regards the religion of the father. 

29. You stated that you mentioned that her father was a Protestant; why did you men- 
tion this to the ladies? — She was asked what religion, and she said her father was a Protes- 
tant; is not sure that she was not asked what religion she herelf is. 

30. Were you not asked what religion you wished your child entered? — She is not sure 
the question was asked ; and if she was asked, and recollected, she would not have entered 
her as a Protestant, and come back in a few weeks to have it changed. 

[An admission ticket is here shown to witness, and she states that she never saw one 
before.] 

31. Did not the child get an admission ticket on which was noted the religion she was 
entered ? — No ; never saw a thing of the kind with her either at home or anywhere else. 

32. Did you not know before she was sent to a church school that she was entered as a 
Protestant? — No. 

33. Who told you to apply to have her religion changed on the registry ? — The Right 
Rev. Dr. Denyir. 

34. When the ladies said they could make no alteration in the registry, did they not also 
say, that it was one of the rules of the school that any child entered in the school shall be 
obliged to conform to the creed in which her parents have entered her? — Yes. 

35. Did the child tell you why she was dismissed ? — The child gave no reason ; told her 
only that she was not ,to come back again. 

36. Did the child tell you that it was because she told a lie that she was dismissed ? — No; 
she told nothing of the kind. 

[2Y. B. — Mr. Bottomley mentions that the last question was asked by mistake.] 

37. Were you not told by the ladies that they could not alter the registry, but they had 
no wish to compel the child to act contrary to her mother’s wishes ; and, therefore, she had 
better leave the school?— Was told that die books could not be changed. The ladies told 
her the child must remain, as she was, or go away. One of the ladies, whose name she does 
not know, told her that she might apply to Dr. Denvir for the child’s support. 

[The foregoing evidence was read in the presence of witness, who acknowledged its 
accuracy.] 

Mrs. Margaret M'Kenna , being examined, deposes : 

Witness is a widow ; has a child at this school, who is ten years old ; witness is a Catho- 
lic; her child was baptized a Catholic; her child’s name is Catherine, and she was reared 
a Catholic ; the child has been better than two years at the school ; she gets diet and clothes 
here ; the child attended morning school until this morning. When witness brought her 
here, she told Miss Orr the religion of her child; told Miss Orr that her child was a 
Catholic in religion, and that she wished her to get nothing else ; and Miss Orr told her 
she would get nothing else. When she brought the child here first, the ladies read for her 
that if the child were sick, she (witness) should come and tell, or send word, and that she 
should cut the child’s hair. This is all she was told, and that the child was to be here at 
eight o’clock in the morning. The ladies read out of a book for her, and that is all she 
remembers they read for her. The ladies did not tell her that at haif-past eight o clock there 
would be a hymn sung and a Scripture lesson given ; she is sure of this. Witness did not 
come back to the school to speak about the religion of her child until of late— Wednesday 
morning (the day before yesterday). The child told witness that any of the Catholics who 
did not choose to come to the Scripture lesson were not to come until ten o clock. On 
Wednesday morning she came to Miss Orr, and told her the child was sick, and asked 
the reason why she was not to come until ten o’clock. Miss Orr said they were getting a 
deal of bother from the priests, and that they would not stand it. 

[Mr. Bottomley here protests against this person being examined at all, as her evidence 
relates to a time subsequent to the writing >or .the charges by Dr. Denvir.] 

Witness told Miss Orr that when her child was getting instructions that were not her own 
(Catholic), she would keep her at home until ten o’clock, and witness did keep her at home. 
Up to this time the child got her breakfast every morning; she does not get her breakfast 
now, as she does not come until ten o’clock. Miss Orr told witness that any child who did 
not come to the morning instructions might come at ten o clock, and that she should have 

88. c 2 h< * 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Evidence 
of Rose A . Scsby. 

27 April 1855. 



Evidence of 
Mrs. M. M‘Kenna. 




20 CORRESPONDENCE, &c„ RELATIVE TO THE LANCASTERJAN 



Evidence of 
Mrs. M. M‘Kenna. 

27 April 1855. 



her breakfast at home and come clean. As the child has to stay at home until ten o’clock 
she must get her breakfast at home ; Miss Orr told witness so ; does not know what the 
reason is for depriving her child of her breakfast, unless it be that she would not allow her 
to attend the Scripture lessons in the morning. 

Cross-examination. 

38. Mr .Bottondeyi] Were you not aware, when you brought the child to this school, that this 
is not a Catholic school, but purely non-sectarian? — Knew that it was not a Catholic school, 
but a purely non-sectarian one, in which children of all denominations met, and were not 
interfered with. 

39. How could you expect, then, that your child should be educated here in the Catholic 
religion? — She thought that, as Catholics visited and paid into the school, that there would 
be no interference with her child’s religion. 

40. Do you know now that the religion of the children is interfered with here, and how 
do you know? — She knows nothing more than that they read the Scriptures in the morning 
to the children. 

[To the second part of the question witness answers, “ Because the Scriptures are read to 
them in the mornings.”] 

Witness regards the reading of the Scriptures as an interference with the religion of the 
child, when it’s not our own. Witness means, by “ what’s not our own,” the Catholic 
Scriptures. Does not know how to read or write. 

41. Is the Douay version of the Scriptures read in the school by the Catholic children? — 
Witness does not know what other children do, but her child does not, as she is not fit to 
read it. 

42. Are you sure that the Catholic children do not read the Catholic Scriptures ? — Wit- 
ness does not know what they do. 

Question 40 is here repeated. — If Catholic children read the Protestant Scriptures, witness 
would regard that as an interference; if they were read for them, she would regard it as an 
interference. If Catholic children read their own Bible, it would be right; if Catholic 
children heard their own Bible read, witness thinks it would be right. Witness’s child does 
not know how to read the Scriptures; she hears the Protestant Scriptures read. 

43. Suppose, then, that Catholic children in this school only read or heard the Catholic 
Scriptures, would you consider that there is interference in this school with their religion? 
— Witness would regard it as no interference. 

44. Was not the rule (relative to religious instruction) read in your hearing at the time 
you entered the child ? — Is quite sure that she never heard the rule as to religious instruction 
read when see first came to the school with her child. 

45. During the whole two years the child was at the school, did you ever make any 
objection to the religious instruction till Wednesday last? — No; witness never did, because 
she did not know she was getting any. 

46. Who told you to come here and speak about the religious instruction ? — Witness 
came of her own accord. The child having told her that she was not to come till ten 
o’clock, she came to inquire the reason. 

47. Did you come to object to* the religious instruction being given to the child ? — Yes ; 
and to tell she was not well. 

48. When did you see Dr. Denvir in reference to this matter? — She saw him yesterday, 
but did not speak to him. 

49. At what hour did your child go to the school yesterday morning ? — Witness: Eight 
o’clock. 

50. Is it your impression that, if the child remains at home till ten o’clock, she will receive 
here secular instruction, clothing, and dinner? — Witness does not know what she will get, 
until she sees. 

51. Did Miss Orr say to you that the ladies did not wish the child to remain absent till 
ten o’clock, but any child whose parent objected might do so? — Miss Orr said that any 
parents that objected might keep their children at home until ten o’clock, and that they 
should get their breakfast (at home). 

52. Rev. Mr. Orr.] Did Miss Orr say anything about breakfast? — She said for them to 
9tay at home until ten o’clock, to give them their breakfast at home, and to come clean. 

53. Did Miss Orr not ask you if you had any thing else to tell her 1 — Witness does not 
know. 

54. Did you not say to Miss Orr on passing through the hall, that you supposed she need 
not expect Catherine here till ten o’clock next day ? — Witness supposed that as there were 
Scripture lessons going on, that she (Miss Orr) would not let her come 

55. Right Rev. Dr. Denvir. ] Do you believe the reading of the Scriptures to the children 
to be religious instruction ? — Certainly ; witness believes that it is. 

56. Do you believe that the meaning of the passages of Scripture read to the children is 
given by the mistress of the class ? — Witness’s child never told her. 

57. Do you believe that a Protestant or Presbyterian mistress is likely to explain the 
Catholic Scriptures in the same sense as a Catholic teacher would ? — Witness believes that 
they should do it. 

58. Do you believe that a member of any religion is the proper person to teach religion 
to a child of another communion ? — Witness believes that in the teaching line (secular 

instruction), 
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instruction"), they could do no harm; she thinks that a Prebyterian is not the proper person Evidence of 

to teach religion to her child. Mrs. M. M'Ketma. 

59. Mr . Bottomley.] Was it not Dr. Denvir who told you to go to the school and speak . — ~ 

about the religious instruction? — No. April 1855. 

[The foregoing evidence was read aloud in the presence of witness, who acknowledged its 
accuracy.] 

Mrs. Rose M l Carroll, being examined, deposed : 

Witness is married; her husband has been absent from her these seven years ; has a child Evidence of 
at this school named Mary M* Carrol I, twelve years of age, who will be two years here the Mrs. R. M’CarroU 

beginning of next month. Witness brought her child to the ladies of the commiltee, and 

the ladies admitted her. Witness is a Catholic; her child was baptized in the Catholic 
Church ; reared by witness as a Catholic, and placed here as such ; witness gave her in as 
a Catholic, and expected her to be reared as a Catholic. There was one lady that read for her 
the rules and regulations of the school when her child was being admitted for the first time. 

Is not sure that the rule requiring the child to be present at half-past eight o’clock for the 
Scripture lesson and hymn was read ; she does not remember. Witness heard children say 
that they read the Bible for them in the school ; that they got their own Bibles by times ; 
heard her »wn child say that the Protestant Bible was read for all the children at hall-past 
eight o’clock every morning. Witness came on Monday last to inquire after the religious 
instruction which was given to her child ; saw Mrs. Todd ; told her she was sent t.o tell her 
not to give Mary M'Ardle any more religious instruction ; was sent by Rev. M r. M'Auley. 

Witness was told by the Rev. Mr. M'Auley that it was her duty to see after the religious 
instruction which her child was getting. Mrs. Todd said (to witness) that some time before 
this, there had been Catholic ladies here, and they said nothing against their way of religious 
instruction ; arid she supposed that witness would have to take her out of it (take her child 
out of the school); but in reply to witness’s question, “would she be sent out of it?” Mrs. 

Todd answered, “ she supposed she would not.” Mrs. Todd assigned no reason why witness 
should take her out of it. Mrs. Todd did not say that she might come at ten o’clock, after 
getting her breakfast; the child has since come to school every day. Witness told Mrs. Todd 
at the time, that she was a poor woman, and that it did not fit her to keep her at home. The 
child comes at eight o’clock in the morning; she is still present at the Scripture class. Witness 
is certain that on Monday she told Mrs. Todd not to give her child any more religious instruc- 
tion ; it was for that she came ; did not since tell Mrs. Todd that she had changed her mind 
about what she told her on- Monday, for she was not here again until yesterday. Religious 
instruction has been given to her child since last Monday, without her own (witness’s) consent. 

Cross-examination. 

60. Mr. Bottomley .] Is it not with your consent and permission that your child conies here 
at eight o’clock in the morning ? — Yes, it is. 

61. Do you not know that she receives religious instruction at half-past eight o’clock? — 

Yes ; she listens to it. 

62. Are you aware that a notice is put up in the school at the time of religions instruc- 
tion, as a notice that all whose parents object to such instruction may withdraw? — Did not 
know of any being up. 

63. You said Mrs. Todd said she supposed you must take her away ; did you understand 
by that the child was to be taken away altogether, or only from the religious exercise cl ss? 

—She supposed it would be to leave the school entirely. 

64. Right Rev. Dr. Denvir.'] Do you believe that if your child did not attend the reli- 
gious instruction, she would be kept in the school, or that she would be deprived of her 
breakfast? — Witness cannot say. 

[The foregoing evidence was read in the presence of witness, who acknowledged its 
accuracy.] 

Mrs. Thompson, being examined, deposed : 

Witness is a member of the school committee ; recollects calling, accompanied by another Evidence 
lady, on the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir, about three months since. The visit arose out of being of Mrs. Thompson. 
a member of the collecting committee. Witness asked Dr. Denvir for his annual subscrip- ~ 

tion, and was told that as he was dissatisfied with some of the practices in the school, ne 
should withhold his subscription until he should inquire into them, and be satisfied. 

On a subsequent occasion witness, accompanied by Miss M'Loughlin, visited Dr. Denvir, 
and told him that as the rules of the school were drawn up with great care, by a committee 
composed of persons of the Established Church, Presbyterian Church, Dissenting congre- 
gations, members of the Society of Friends, and Roman-catholics, and as these rules were 
seven years in force, and published annually in the Reports of the Institution, and moreover 
had never been objected to previously, the ladies of the committee did not feel warranted 
in making any alteration whatever in them. 

Witness’s second visit to the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir was at the request of the committee. 

Witness does not recollect having been present on any day, when an objection was made 
by Mary Sullivan, to be present at the religious instruction. 

[The foregoing evidence was read in the presence of witness, who acknowledged its 
accuracy.] 
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Miss M l Laughlin, being examined, deposed : 

Evidence of 
Miss M‘Laughlir 

27 April 1855. 



Cross-examination. 

65. Mr. Bottomley.'] You said the mistress stated to you, that Mary Sullivan was making 
a disturbance in the school, and induced others to be bold ; as a member of a school- 
committee, do you not think it a gross breach of school discipline for a child to be disobe- 
dient to her teacher, and to induce others to be unruly ? — It would be, only that her objection 
to the religious instruction was not attended to. 

66. Had the child any right, according to the rules of the school or the National Board, 
to object to any kind of instruction ? — Through her parents ; of herself, she (witness) does 
not know, as she is not acquainted with the rules. 

67. Dr. Denvir .] Do you believe a child to be acting improperly who would firmly 
refuse to receive religious instruction, when directed by her parent or guardian not to receive 
it, after such parent or guardian had formally objected ? — Witness could not think the child 
would be acting improperly. 

68. Do you think the committee or mistress bad a right to correct a child for refusing to 
attend religious instruction, which her guardian ordered her not to be present at? — No; 
witness does not think they had. The correction was for the disturbance, and nothing else. 

[The above evidence was read aloud for witness, who acknowledged its accuracy.] 

[The Right Rev. Dr. Denvir here intimated that he closes his case. 

Mr. Bottomley then calls' on Dr. Denvir to enter into the case of the child, who he alleged 
had been tampered with. 

Dr. Denvir refuses to enter into this case for the reasons given in his statement of yester- 
day. In addition, Dr. Denvir states that the witnesses in the case were absent at Tully- 
more, county Down. 

Mr. Bottomley states that the Ladies’ Committee are prepared to rebut the case. 

Mr. Bottomley requests that the inquiry be adjourned to Wednesday next ] 



Witness is a member of the school committee since the commencement of the school. 
Witness was present at the committee on one occasion, when Mary Sullivan was brought 
into the room to be corrected for disturbing the school in the morning. Recollects the mis- 
tress (Miss M'Kinstiy) stating to the committee that Mary Sullivan’s parent or guardian 
had, two days previously, objected to her reading the Scriptures ; and that the child, on 
this morning, had refused to read them, had objected in a bold manner, and induced others 
to join her. = Mary Sullivan was sent for to be reprimanded for disturbing the school, and 
was desired to go home and return on Saturday with her guardian to be reprimanded, or 
dismissed the school (witness is not sure which). Witness already stated that the disturb- 
ance was caused by the child’s objecting to read the Scriptures. It is quite clear in the 
recollection of witness, that the schoolmistress, Miss M'Kinstry, called the attention of the 
committee to the rule of the Board, empowering parents and guardians to object to religious 
instruction of which they do not approve. Witness thinks that the committee determined 
that they would make no change in their rules. It was on the occasion of several objections 
havino- been made, that the committee determined on making no change in their rules. 



Third Day, Wednesday, 2 May 1855. 

Mr. Bottomley makes the following statement : 

Statement On behalf of the committee of the Belfast Ladies’ Industrial School for girls, it now 

of Mr .Bottomley. becomes my duty to submit to you, and through you to the Board of National Education, 

■ the following reply to the charges which were brought against this school by the Right 

2 May 1865. Rev. Dr. Denvir, on the 2d February last, and to the evidence which he has produced 

before you to substantiate those charges. 

The charges against the management of the school naturally divide themselves under 
three heads, and I give them in the language of Dr. Denvir himself. 

“ 1st. I find upon examination of some of the Catholic children who attend it, that it is 
“ compulsory on them to attend to Scripture reading, singing of Protestant hymns, explana- 
“ tion of Scripture by a Protestant mistress, every morning before the hours appointed for 
“ secular instruction. 

u 2d. Should Catholic children or their parents or guardians object to these religious 
“ exercises, their remonstrances are unavailing; and if a child refuse to be present at them, 
“ I am informed, and I believe, that such child will he .denied secular instruction, and other 
“ benefits of the institution. 

“ 3d. One child who, being under 12 years of age, and reared a Catholic, was prevailed 
“ upon by some person to go to church, and being claimed By her paternal uncle and 
“ maternal aunt, as well as other near relatives, has been so tampered with as to refuse 
“ going with them, and is retained by the school committee.” 
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It might have been expected that a Commissioner of National Education, in bringing an 
accusation against any school placed under the Board would have preferred charges more 
precise and definite, and would have stated distinctly that a rule or certain rules of the 
Board had been violated, and the exact nature of that violation. Instead of lakino- this 
course, which would have brought the question to a tangible issue, he has advanced charges 
of a vague and ambiguous nature. 

The first charge, even were it proved, involves no breach of the rules of the Board, since 
it is perfectly allowable for the committee 10 give the religious instruction which they have 
established in the school, to all children, whether Catholics or Protestants, whose parents or 
guardians have consented to that religious instruction ; and I shall demonstrate, by the 
clearest evidence, that the parents or guardians of the children attending this school, have 
been consenting parties to the religious teaching given in the school. 

What the nature of that religious teaching is I shall also exhibit; and it will then be seen 
that it was established by the earnest co-operation of ladies of various religious denomina- 
tions, including Roman-catholics, and that it in no respect deserves the insinuation of 
sectarian character, which Dr. Denvir has cast upon it. In reference to the matter I call 
your particular attention to the fact, that throughout the whole of the evidence produced 
by Dr. Denvir, not a single witness has given one particle of direct and reliable evidence as 
to the character of the religious teaching of the school, as to what the hymns are which are 
sung, or the explanations of Scripture which are given. 

The school is open to the inspection of all, so that any who please may see and hear what 
kind of education is given; and yet Dr. Denvir himself, though a Commissioner of National 
Education, contented himself with the merest hearsay evidence, instead of entering the 
school, and satisfying himself by his own knowledge that his suspicions were groundless. 

The third charge Dr. Denvir declined to enter upon, alleging that it was about to be 
brought before the Court of Chancery, and that the witnesses are now in the county Down. 
The ladies of the committee, however, will not consent to have charges brought against 
them which cannot be subsiantiated, and they will insist on a full and complete investigation 
of the whole case before the inspectors, as bearing in the strongest manner on the question 
of the management of this school. To this matter I shall call your attention at a subsequent 
period . 

The second head of Dr. Denvir’s charge, namely, that in the case of the parent or 
guardian objecting to the religious exercises of the school, the child is denied secular 
instruction and other benefits of the institution, would be certainly a violation of the rules 
of the National Board if it were a fact, as he was informed and believed, and to substantiate 
this charge the witnesses were examined before you. 

The first witness examined was John Hayes, who calls himself guardian of his niece, 
Mary Sullivan. 

The child was not placed in the school by him, but by her grandmother, who it will be 
proved must have consented to the religious instruction, and the committee can recognise 
no- other person as the guardian of the child while she is alive. His evidence is full of 
contradictions and misrepresentations of the plainest facts, in consequence of his not coming 
to the school and seeing what were the instructions given. This he says he was informed 
by the child, that the Commandments were not those belonging to her Church ; that he was 
told by Mrs. Todd that the Bible and Testament were read, both of which statements 
are contradicted by the fact that the Scripture Extracts aud the Testament alone are read. 
He made the objection to the religious teaching, but, even were he allowed to be the 
guardian, instead of ordering the child to withdraw during ihe time of the religious 
instruction, he gave her directions which she obeyed, to remain and object ; and the conse- 
quence was, that “ she refused to read, made a noise, and induced others to join in the 
disturbance,” (see Miss M'Laughlin’s evidence, page 22). Now were it not that the ques- 
tions put to this witness and to Miss M'Laughlin on the same subject by Dr. Denvir, 
convey the impression that he considets such conduct justifiable on the part of the child who 
made the disturbance, and the person who incited her to do so, I should consider it a waste 
of time to prove that such conduct is subversive of all discipline, and, as might be sup- 
posed, contrary to the rule of the Board on this subject. It must be evident, on a 
moment’s reflection, that a child attending the school of which Dr. Denvir is the patron, 
whose parent objected to the religious teaching of the school, but who, instead of coining 
at the hour of secular instruction, insisted on remaining during the hour of religious in- 
struction, objecting to the teaching, making a noise, and inciting others to rebellion, 
would be able to throw the school into utter confusion, and prevent those whose parents 
wished them to be instructed in religion, from receiving the benefits of that instruction, a 
thing which could not be tolerated for a moment. 

On this point the directions of the Board are explicit. See in voL I. of the Beports, 
pp. 147, 148, the letter in relation to the Temple Meeting-house school, m which the lollow- 
ing occurs : — , . „ , 

“ The rule that the hours from two till, three of each day, except Saturday, shall be 
“ employed in reading and instruction in the Holy Scriptures is quite compatible with the 
“regulations of the Commissioners, provided that such children only as are directed by their 
“ parents to attend be then allowed to continue in the school, and that all others do retire 

“ The Commissioners desire me to observe, that it is of the essence of their ru es that 
“religious instruction should be given only at the time specially appointed for that pur- 
“ pose, and that the children whose parents do not direct them to be present at it should 
“ previously retire.” 
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The child, Mary Sullivan, was, in consequence of this behaviour, and her statement that 
she was determined to persevere in such conduct (Hayes, in fact, had told her to do the 
same the next morning), dismissed from the school. 

The second witness was John Twigg, who was merely present at the conversation of 
John Hayes with Mrs. Todd, and whose evidence adds nothing to that of Hayes. 

The third witness was Margaret Gilliland, who, after having had a child at school for 
two years, came and told. Mrs. Todd (according to her statement) that her child was not to 
have religious instruction, though afterwards, when she spoke to Mrs. Bruce on the subject, 
she stated that she herself did not object, but the clergy did. What then was the decision 
of the committee? The witness tells you that Mrs. Todd sent for witness on the following 
morning, and told her she had consulted the Ladies’ Committee, who said that any persons 
who did not wish to send their children to the morning class could keep them at home till 
ten o’clock. This is the hour when secular instruction commences ; and by this arrange- 
ment no child whose parent objects to the religious instruction of the school is denied secular 
instruction, or industrial training, or any other benefit of the institution for which the Board 
contributes funds. 

The committee, in this case, as in the last, adhere strictly, both in letter and spirit, to the 
rules of the Board. 

The child has come ever since (and this objection was made some months ago) at eight 
o’clock, and the witness allows her to receive the religious instruction which, in reply to 
Dr. Denvir, she says she objects to, and this in spite of the warnings of Miss Orr, the 
teacher ; and she was present on Monday last, the 30th April, when I visited the school, 
during the time of religious instruction. At the examination of this witness I asked her 
why she allowed her child to come and receive the religious instruction if she objected to 
it? Her reply was, “ I will take her out of it.” She has not yet done so. 

With regard to the cases of M'Kenna and M ‘Carroll I need make no remark, except to 
express my astonishment, which 1 am sure will be shared by the Board of National Educa- 
tion, when they learn that these women were sent by the Rev. Mr. M'Auley to make objec- 
tions to the religious instruction given in this school, the former on Wednesday last, the 
25th of April, the day before this investigation commenced, and the latter on the 23d of 
April ; and that this evidence was produced by Dr. Denvir, and received by the inspectors 
as proof of the truth of charges made on the 2d of February, previous. I protested, and 
I do again, on behalf of the Ladies’ Committee, protest against such a procedure, as - 
being contrary to the principles of common sense and the fair rules of evidence; and 1 
stated then, and I again repeat, that the Ladies’ Committee meet every Saturday, and 
they had not the opportunity of making any decision on these cases whatsoever, the 
objections being made on the 23d and 25th of April, and the committee not meeting till 
the 28th of April, and these witnesses were produced on the 27th of April. 

This evidence, it must be apparent, is utterly worthless, even were it admitted, since it 
merely establishes the fact of objections being tendered on which no decision has been 
made, or were possible to be made by the committee. 

This concludes the whole of the evidence (with the exception of one witness, to whose 
testimony I shall presently call your attention) brought by Dr. Denvir to prove the grave 
charges brought by him against the management of this school ; for Mrs. Thompson, whom 
Dr. Denvir called, only gave an account of a conversation with Dr. Denvir, in which she 
stated the decision of the committee in reference to making any change in the rules of 
the school ; and to this determination they still adhere; and Miss M'Laughlin, who was 
called in reference to Mary Sullivan, added nothing to the information you already have 
on that subject. 

The only remaining witness produced by Dr. Denvir is Rose Anne Sosby. For what 
purpose, adverse to the school, she was brought forward I cannot imagine ; for had the 
committee desired to bring before the inspectors the most conclusive evidence of the non- 
sectarian character of this establishment, of the earnest desire of the committee to do 
equal jusLice to all sects and parties, and of the safeguards established by them to pre- 
vent, so far as lies in their power, all tampering with the religious faith of the pupils, 
and their firm determination, in the words of Lord Stanley’s letter, “ to superintend a 
“ system of education from which should be banished even the suspicion of proselytism, 
“ and which, admitting children of all religious persuasions, should not interfere with the 
“ peculiar tenets of any,” they could not have brought forward a stronger case in their 
own favour. 5 

The facts of the case are these: — The woman brought her child to the school. She 
lierself is a Roman-catholic; hut the husband, the father of the child, who has been dead 
some years, was a Protestant. The woman states that she does not recollect accurately 
the conversation between her and the committee, and her evidence of what took place 
before the committee I shall prove is incorrect. She denies that she asked the com- 
mittee to enter her child as a Protestant, on the ground that the child’s father was a 
Protestant, and that she wished the child to be the same; but this I shall prove was the 
case, not only from the testimony of one of the members of the committee present at the 
time, but also from the minutes of the committee themselves. The child, it is allowed 
on all hands, was entered an Episcopalian, and as such sent on Sundays to attend 
St. Anne’s Church. The woman returned to the committee shortly after, and stated that 
she wished the religion of the child changed on the registry. The committee refused this 
application, and preferred that the child should leave the school rather than break through 
the rule which had been framed for the express purpose of preventing' the change of the 

religion 
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religion of any child while remaining under the care of the Committee of the Ladies’ Indus- 
trial National School. 

The following is the minute, dated 11th December 1854, relating to Sosby : — 

“ Rose Anne Sosby came to committee to say that she wished her child, who had been 
« lately admitted into the school, and then entered as a Prosestant, to be entered on the 
“ books as a Roman-catholic. Although herself a Roman-catholic, yet her husband having 
« been a Protestant, she wished her child then to be the same ; but she had received several 
“ messages from the priest, and she was compelled to come to the committee. 

“ Resolved, That the committee cannot, in any instance, break through the rule — 
« Committee Minute Book, page 78, 10th November 1851. They have, therefore, decided 
« that the child should leave the school, as they will not break through the rule on one 
“ hand, and have no wish on the other to compel the child to act contrary to her mother’s 
• « wishes. — 11th December 1854.” 

The following is the minute of 10th November 1851, referred to in the above minute: — 

« That any child entered in the school, shall in future be obliged, during the time of 
“ remaining a pupil, to conform to the creed by which her parents have entered her.” 

The passage in the opening statement of Dr. Denvir upon this matter, containing the 
narrative of what occurred before the committee, is as follows : — 

“ She informs me, that the reply given was, that the religious denomination of the child 
« would not be changed, that having entered as a Protestant, she must remain such.” 



This reply was made by the committee, who said the child must remain a Protestant or 
leave the school. 

All this is the exact truth. Dr. Denvir does not say what inference, unfavourable to the 
school, he wishes to have drawn from it ; and what inference, except that of unqualified 
approbation could be deduced from it, I am at a loss to discover. It is easy to see how a 
contrary course, the permission of the change of the religion of a child as registered on the 
books of the school, and the consequent change of the place of worship which the child is 
to attend on Sundays, would be the means by which proselytism, to the most unbounded 
extent, could be carried on. 

I havq now done with the evidence produced in support of Dr. Denvir’s charges. Incor- 
rect and inconsistent as are many of the statements of the witnesses, arising from the 
peculiar position in which these poor women were placed; called upon to object, at the 
dictation of others, to a system of instruction of which they were completely ignorant, but 
of whose happy effects on the minds, and habits, and morals of their children, whom they 
were themselves unable to provide either with the necessaries of life or moral training, they 
had the fullest experience; to these statements the ladies offer no correction, except that 
which may come out incidentally in the course of the evidence they will produce. Taking 
the evidence as it now stands, I assert, without fear of contradiction, that it does not establish 
against the committee of this school one single violation, even in the minutest particular, of 
any of the rules of the National Board; and did the case terminate here, the decision of the 
■Commissioners of National Education must be, that the charges have in no respect been 
proved, and ought never to have been brought against this school. 

The committee of the ladies of the Industrial National School for Girls feel that they owe 
a much higher duty to the subscribers to this charity, whose stewards they are; to the 
National Board of Education, from whose funds they receive grants; and to themselves, 
than that of merely repelling the charges brought against them. They desire the fullest and 
most searching examination into the whole history, principles, and management of this 
school, and its connexion with the Board of National Education, and to these subjects I now 
' invite your attention. 



This school was commenced in the year 1847--a year which will be long remembered in 
the annals of Ireland as the famine year. It was the first ragged school established in 
Ireland. The mode of its introduction into this town is detailed in the First Report of the 
. Committee, from which I make the following extract: — 

“ Being early made aware that none of the attempts to assist the adult poor could be of 
“ permanent utility, and anxious to lead the awakened sympathies of our fellovy-citizens to 
“ some project which might look beyond the immediate sufferings of the labouring classes, 
“ we gladly listened to the proposal of a ragged or industrial school, similar to those in 
“ Dundee and Aberdeen. This suggestion was all the more favourably received from 
“ proposals of annual subscriptions which accompanied it, from many individuals deeply 
i“ impressed with the utility of such an institution. ir * c i 1 r 

“ Accordingly, on the 17 th March, in the eventful year 1847, the first Belfast School of 
“ Industry was opened in the House of Correction, the pupils being removed thence to 

“ Fred erick-street on the 1st August following. . . , , 

“ The sober judgment of the committee recommended a small beginning and a gradual 
“ increase, where the habits of the earlier pupils were improved, but starving creatures were 
“ daily pleading for admittance, others were dying in their homes from absolute want; we 
: “ possessed the means of giving them food and shelter, and we felt that a timid policy 
“ would have been little less than criminal. . _ 

“ Thus on the 1st of May the school numbered 80 children; and, in the early part ot 
“ July, the industrial occupation of women having ceased, several of the most destitute of 
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“ those who had been receiving employment were allowed to send a child, in some instances 
“ two children, to be supported in the school. By this means the names on the rol 
“ reached 116, though the prevalence of disease brought the actual attendance under 100 

The difficulties which had to be contended with are illustrated by the following extract 
from the First Report, page 8 — 

“ Of those admitted at the opening of the school, many should be considered as learners 
u of only a few months’ continuance, since the prevalence of disease among a large pro- 
“ portion has occasioned extreme irregularity of attendance, the effects of which, especially 
“ among the beggar girls, was most pernicious. . Idle and giddy, with low moral percep- 
“ tions, and possessing an undesirable precocity in those faculties which early trainino- had 
“ developed ; no class of children have stronger claims to compassion, none are more 
u difficult to discipline into regular habits. 

“ Yet in regard to these, the effects of the severe winter of 1847 were, at first, favourable. 
“ Taken off the streets, at a time when even begging could not always procure food, many 
“ of them exhibited considerable steadiness, and went on in a satisfactory course of im- 
“ provement, till visited by some contagious disease. The consequent absence from school 
“ and a lengthened stay in the hospital, was always most injurious ; for by the former, the 
“ effects of previous instruction were lost ; by the latter, every habit of earlier idleness was 
“ confirmed by the companionship of giddy associates.” 

With regard to the class of society from which these children were and are taken, the 
Report (First) speaks thus : 

“ The following classes of children shall be eligible ; 1 st. Orphans bereaved of parents, 
“ but provided with shelter for the night, at the house of some friend. 2d. Children of 
“ destitute widows. 3d. Neglected children. 4th. Special cases of poverty from sickness 
“ or other causes. Destitution to form the primary claim on all occasions, and strict inquiry 
“ to be made previous to admitting every child. The following classes of children shall be 
“excluded; 1st. Those already attending a day school. 2d. Those whose parents can 
“ earn a regular income, and who are, therefore, able to give them education. 3d. Those 
u who have a claim for maintenance on any other society.” 



The class, then, which is chosen by this charity is the most destitute, the most abandoned, 
the most hopeless of society. The greater the misery and the vice of the parents, the 
greater are the claims of the unhappy children on the benevolence of the committee. It is 
to such that their mission is more especially directed, to seek, and, if possible, to save 
those who otherwise are in the most imminent danger of beiDg lost. It is the parents 
struggling in hopeless poverty, just about to enter the union workhouse with their families, 
to whom these ladies offer the bodily sustenance, the training in habits of industry and of 
order, the instruction in reading, and above all, the religious instruction which they so much 
require. Hence, religious instruction is an essential element in such a school, and to this 
pint I beg your most serious consideration. .All rights and duties are reciprocal. It is the 
incontestible night of parents and guardians of children to give to their children the bodily 
sustenance, the education, and the religious training, which they consider best for their 
temporal and their eternal interests. It is equally their duty to provide those for their 
children ; but in cases of extreme poverty, or where parents .are pursuing vicious courses, 
these duties -cannot .be performed. This school opens its arms to receive such children as 
cannot ^otherwise be cared for. The pa rents or the guardians, in bringing these children to 
this school, are carefully made acquainted with the exact course of training-— literary, 
industrial, moral, and religious — pursued in the school. No compulsion is used ; the 
parents or guardians -consent to the system of this school ; they come voluntarily ; and 
I shall prove by the highest evidence possible to be adduced, that every effort is used by 
the committee to make the parents understand the exact nature of the training, including 
the religious instruction to which the child, will be subjected. 

How, then, can it .be asserted, with even the semblance of truth, that this school compels 
children to receive instruction to which the parents or guardians object? The parents or 
guardians are consenting parties to the system of religious instruction pursued in this 
school. . I repeat, once more, that I will prove that in every case the parent or guardian of 
each child in the school has consented to the religious instruction given in this school. 

Now, the rules of the Board of National Education are clear upon this point, that the 
patrons of national schools (in the present case, the committee are the patrons) may afford 
to the children the religious instruction which their parents or guardians approve of. 

See section 2, par. 2 and 3 of the Rules, as published in the Twentieth Report : — “ Oppor- 
tunities are to be afforded to the children of each school for receiving such religious 
u instruction as their parents or guardians approve of. 

“The patrons of the several schools have the right of appointing such religious instruction 
“ as they may think proper to be given therein, provided that each school be open to 
“ children of all communions ; that due regard be had to parental right and authority,; 
w that, accordingly, no child be op in pell ed to receive, or to be present at any religious 
“ instruction to which his parents or guardians object; and that the time for giving it be sp 
‘‘fixed, that no child shall be thereby, in effect,- excluded, directly or indirectly, from the 
“ other advantages which the school affords. Subject to this, religious instruction may be 
“ given either during the fixed school-hours, or otherwise.” 

Now, 
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Now, undoubtedly, it is possible that parents may change their minds, whether through 
the influence of others, or by their own reflection, matters not, and may object to teaching 
which they had formerly approved cf. Some of the parents of children in the school have 
recently objected; none, I believe, before the beginning of the present year. In that case, 
what is the conduct of the committee? I will give you the rule of the school, taken from 
the minute-book. 



February 12, 1855. — “ Objection to the joint reading having been removed, and profess- 
“ ing now to come from the parents, it was resolved, that as no radical change could be 
“ made in our early morniug arrangements, without an entire sacrifice of the time of the 
“ Protestant pupils, we cannot admit during this time any children whose idleness would 
“ disturb the reading ; but still, willing to do for the community all we pledge ourselves to 
“ them and the National Board, we shall in future allow objectors to attend for secular 
“ instruction from 10 o’clock, a. m., till six, p. m., every day. Meanwhile, in doing this, we 
“ again solemnly protest, that we have never interfered with the religion of any children, or 
“ swerved from our non-sectarian principles.” 

This resolution, it requires no argument to prove, is in exact accordance with the rule of 
the National Board. 

Secular instruction and industrial training are here entirely separated from the religious 
exercises in conformity with the rules of the Board, and it will be proved that the regulation 
of the Board in respect to the time-table and the card with “religious instruction” in large 
letters, are strictly complied with. Not only is this the case, but the Board of National 
Education have been kept accurately informed of this very time-table, which is exactly the 
same in all essential particulars now as it was at the commencement of the school. Here 
are some extracts from the reports of the Commissioners, and the reports of the Inspector, 
Mr. Blakely, in reference to this school : 

Vol. ii., p. 67 (Fourteenth Report 1 ). — “ The efforts of several philanthropic associations 
“ have of late been directed to the industrial training of children under their care. Various 
“ interesting repprts have appeared in the ‘ Minutes of the Committee of Council on 
“ Education,’ and in other publications on ‘ Schools of Industry,’ established within the last 
“ few years in England and Scotland. 

“ Those cheering accounts of tire beneficial influence of schools of industry have induced 
“ a few benevolent individuals in Belfast and Ballymena to open establishments of a similar 
“ nature in those towns. 

“ We have received applications to place those schools in connexion with our Board. 
“ We have accordingly done so, and are happy to state that the industrial departments of 
“ these institutions are in a flourishing condition. We have recently directed our inspectors 
“ who reside in the Belfast and Ballymena districts, to visit and report upon the results of 
“ the experiment now in progress in those parts of the north of Ireland to promote schools 
“of industry. From their reports we give some interesting extracts in the Appendix. 
“ How far such schools will permanently succeed is a question not yet decided. Their 
“ influence in preventing crime, and their value in reclaiming the young from immoral 
“ habits, seem to be generally admitted. The subject is one of the greatest importance to 
“ the welfare of the rising generation, and shall receive bur best attention. Wherever it is 
“ practicable to ingraft a school of industry upon the system of literary education adopted 
“ in our national schools, we shall encourage the experiment by every means in our 
“ power.” 



Vol. ii., p; 156 (Fifteenth Report).— “ In 1847 we had five schools of industry, which 
“ have been satisfactorily conducted during the year. To this number, four have been 
“ added in the course of 1848. The greater number of these schools is attended principally 
“ by females, who are instructed in various branches of domestic industry. We have given 
“ direction to the inspectors to pay particular attention to the management of these 
“ schools, and to make special reports, at stated periods, on their condition, and on the 
“ results which they have produced.” 

Vol. ii., p. 348 (from District Inspector Blakely’s Report). — “ The Belfast Industrial 
“ School has been in operation for rather more than two years, and has fully realised the 
“ expectations of those ladies by whose almost unparalleled exertions its original establish- 
“ inent was effected, and to whose unwearied attention its present position is to be. attributed. 
“ And here I cannot do better than repeat the different classes of children who are eLigible 
“ for admission: — First, orphans bereaved of parents, but provided with shelter for the 
“ night at the house of some friend ; second, children of destitute widows;, third, neglected 
“ children ; fourth, special cases of poverty.* 

“ That there is no distinction made on the grounds of ‘ religious sect,’ will appear from. 
“ the fact, that of the 108 pupils at present on the books, 47 are Roman-catholics, 34 are 
“ Episcopalians, and 27 are Presbyterians.” 

Vol. iii., p. 378 (from District Inspector Blakely’s Report). — “ I cannot close this report 
“ without again expressing how much indebted the inhabitants of this town are to those ladies 
“ who have spent so much time, and gone to so much expense and trouble in looking after 
“ the young creatures who have ‘ no friend to help them,’ Any one who is familiar with the 
“ lanes and byways, too many of which abound in this town, and with the tenements 
“ where misery in all its forms is to be found, must hold in admiration those of the gentler 
“ sex who, undeterred through fear of infection, and burying every womanly weakness, 
“ seek out the suffering among their fellow-creatures, in order to lend them relief ; and what 
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“ lends the greatest charm is, to find all sects engaged in the task. It is by females the 
« example has been set ; let men ‘ go and do likewise.’ ” 

Vol. iv., p. 414 (from District Inspector Blakely’s Report ). — “ Since the commencement 
“ of this school, the combination of industrial with literary education has been strictly 
« adhered to ; and the result, at the end of four years’ experience, proves most satisfactorily 
“ that the system is not only practicable, but highly advantageous. 

“ I would observe, that were this system carried out in every national school, it would he 
« of vast benefit to the poorer classes. 

« X should be guilty of a great dereliction of duty, did I close this report without paying 
« a well-merited compliment to those ladies who have so zealously, and with unqualified 
u approbation from all classes, supported this institution.” 

Vol. vi., p. 750 (from District Inspector Blakely’s Report) : 

“ Tim*e Table. 

« prom 8£ o’clock, a.m., to 10 o’clock, a.m., Religious instruction, breakfast, recreation. 

)f 10 „ 11 • „ Literary instruction. 

w 11 ,, 2 o’clock, p. m., Industrial training. 

„ 2 o’clock, p. m., to 3 „ Dinner, recreation. 

5 3 >f 6 „ In summer, junior classes, literary in- 

struction. 

3 >} 4£ „ In winter, senior classes, literary instruc- 

tion, and industrial training. 

“ On Saturdays, the period for industrial training is taken up in teaching all the younger 
“ children to ‘ mend and darn’ their clothes. 



u Dietary Table. 

" Breakfast, every day, oatmeal porridge (stirabout), and milk. 

Dinner, Mondays and Thursdays, prepared rice and milk: 

„ Tuesdays and Fridays, broth and meat, with bread. 

„ Wednesdays, potatoes and milk. 

„ Saturdays, Indian meal pudding, with sauce. 

,. Sundays, cocoa, with sugar, and milk and bread. 

“ Previously to leaving for their homes in the evening, each receives a slice of bread, 
“ over 4 lb. in weight. This fare must agree well with the children, as sickness is of rare 
“ occurrence.” 

Vol. ix., p. 5 (from District Inspector Blakely’s Report). — “ Food and clothing are sup- 
“ plied to all the children from the funds of the house, the proceeds of their work being very 
“ trifling, owing to their extreme ignorance, when admitted, in any kind of work which 
“ would be remunerative. 

“ The combining industrial with literary instruction has been carried out in this school 
“ from its commencement ; and now, after a trial of more than five years, has been found 
“ quite practicable and successful.” 

These reports speak for themselves. 



Dr. Denvir has stated before, you, “one of the rales of this establishment” is quite 
incompatible with the rule of the Board, sec. 2, par. 3, viz. : 

“ The routine of school avocations is as follows : — The children assemble at eight in the 
“ morning ; those children appointed to do the work of the house are to come an hour 
“earlier; half an hour is given for washing, changing the clothes, combing the hair; at 
“ half-past eight a hymn is sung, and a Scripture lesson given ; breakfast at nine ; play- 
“ ground till ten ; from ten till two in school; dinner and play from two till three; school 
“ resumed at three, and continued till dark in winter, and six in summer.” 



Now let me call Dr. Denvir’s attention, as a Commissioner of National Education, to the 
following rules of similar establishments (with the exception that these are conducted on 
sectarian, while this is conducted on non-sectarian principles), and let me ask him to point 
out why the rules of this school are to be denounced as incompatible with the rules of the 
National Board, while those are to escape without censure. Mark this : I do not blame 
these schools for so acting; on the contrary, 1 consider that it would be easy to show that 
the very nature of these establishments, which take children from their parents for the 
whole day, from morning till evening — the patrons of the schools making themselves thus 
responsible for the supply of every want, bodily, and mental, and moral, which it is in their 
power to bestow — necessitates such an arrangement Even if the parents should, after 
placing their children here, or in the other industrial schools, change their mind, and object 
to the religious instruction communicated, the patrons of the schools, while opening their 
schools to these children for secular instruction only, in accordance with the rule of the 
Board, would yet consider that the parent incurs the most serious responsibility in thus 
depriving his child of the only means of obtaining any religious instruction during the six 
days of the week, and would consider that the parent would perform his duty to his child 
far more effectually by removing the child from the school altogether, and placing her in a 
school in whose religious teaching he had confidence. 

Let me now refer to the schools I have mentioned. 

In 
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In vol. iv., page 422 , of the Board’s Reports, District Inspector Clarke reports on the 
St. Mary’s Industrial School, Limerick, and gives the following time table of that school : 

Time Table. 



Statement 
of Mr. Bottomley. 

2 May 1855. 



H. M. a. M. 

6 0 till 7 0 Washing and arranging apartments. 

7 0 „ 8 30 Prayer and religious instruction. 

8 30 „ 10 0 Breakfast, and arranging dormitory. 

10 0 „ 10 Needlework, laundry, scouring house, &c. 

1 0 „ 2 0 Literary instruction, reading, spelling, &c. 

2 0 „ 4 0 Needlework. 

4 0 „ 7 0 Dinner, lecture, recreation. 

7 o „ 8 0 Literary instruction, spelling, reading, &c. 

8 0 „ 9 0 Recreation, night' prayers, retire to bed. 

In vol. vi., page 763, the same Inspector reports on the same school (the St. Mary’s 
Industrial National School), and states : 

« The following are the regulations connected with discipline for persons admitted to the 
House of Mercy : 

1. The inmates shall rise at six o’clock each morning, and be ready for morning prayers 
in ten minutes. 

2. They shall arrange their beds in the neatest manner, as prescribed, and at the 
appointed time. 

3. They shall attend at morning and night prayers. 

4. They shall observe silence from night prayer till after breakfast the following 
morning. 

5. They shall apply themselves with diligent attention to the employment appointed for 
them, and are never to be found, at any hour, in any part of the house but the place 
a pppointed for performing the duty they are at that time discharging. 

In vol. vi., page 764, the inspector gives the following as the time table of the Mount 
St. Vincent Orphan National School : — 

h. m. h. m. ; 

6 0 till 8 15 Dressing, washing, devotion, and breakfast. 

8 15 „ 9 30 Lace and plain work. 

9 30 „ 10 45 Catechism at intervals during work. 

10 45 „ 11 45 Reading, with incidental instruction in geography and 

grammar. 

11 45 „ 12 30 Lunch, and recreation in play-ground. 

12 30 , 1 0 Writing and arithmetic on alternate days. 

1 o ;; 2 0 Grammar and arithmetic at intervals during the week. 

2 0 „ 3 0 Geography and history. 

3 0 „ 3 30 Scripture history. 

3 30 „ 4 0 Dinner. 

4 0 5 30 Work; one pupil reading aloud some interesting piece. 

5 30 ” . 7 0 Prayer, study, and supper. 

7 0 „ 8 30 Recreation in play-ground. 

8 30 „ 9 0 Washing, &c. 

9 0 „ 9 15 Retire to bed ; lights extinguished. 

Singing is practised occasionally during work. 

In the same vol. (vi.), page 766, the following is reported by District Inspector Clarke as 
the time table of the St. Munchin’s Lace School 

Time Table. 



H. M. H. M. 

6 0 till 8 0 Lace- work. 

8 0 „ 9 0 Breakfast. 

9 0 „ 11 0 Lace-work; catechism taught in turn. 

11 0 „ 11 30 Recreation. 

11 30 „ 12 15 Grammar. 

12 15 „ 1 0 Mental arithmetic. 

1 0 „ 1 45 Geography. 

1 45 „ 3 0 Reading, &e., in literary school. 

3 o „ 4 0 Scripture history. 

4 0 „ 6 0 Lace-work. 

The lace-work is carried on at all times, except at the breakfast hour, 
from 11 till 11 30, and from 1 45 till 3 o’clock. 
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There is one important particular in the two last schools, which ought not to escape 
without notice, and that is, the mixing up of religious instruction with industrial training* 
which would certainly appear to me to verge on a violation of the principles of the Board 
which forbids such a mixture. 1 

It remains now that I should present evidence of the management of the school in every 
respect ; the ladies of .the committee will state the principles on which the committee act • 
and the minutes of their proceedings will be handed in. The ladies will explain the 
management of the school, and the nature of the instruction which is given ; it will be 
shown that the committee is composed of ladies of various religious persuasions, including 
the Roman-catholic,- that the system of religious teaching was arranged at the special 
instance of a Homan-catholic lady, now no more, but whose memory will be honoured in 
the school, as long as it has a being ; that every particular relative to the instruction 
secular and religious, given here, is carefully explained to the parent or guardian before any 
child is admitted, and that every parent who has a child here, has consented freely and 
fully to every particular; that the system of religious instruction is of a purely non-sectarian 
Character, devised, in fact, upon the very principles which the National Board would them- 
selves sanction, putting into practice, in fact, the whole spirit of their rule, and of the 
preface to their Scripture Extracts. See Reports, vol. 1, p. 104, evidence of Mr. Blake, before 
Select Committee of the House of Commons, 1835, from which I take the following ; — 

“ 4239. Have not the several members of the Board shown the utmost anxiety for the 
“ diffusion of the Bible? — Certainly; if the Committee will have the goodness to refer to 
“ the preface to the first number of Scripture Extracts, they will find the views and feelings 
“ of the Board fully set out there. I beg to call the attention of the Committee to the 
“ following passages : — 

“ ‘These selections are offered, not as a substitute for the sacred volume itself, but as an 
“ ‘introduction to it; and they have been compiled in the hope of their leading to a more 
“ ‘general and more profitable perusal of the Word of God.’ 

“ Again, — 

“ ‘The Commissioners of Education earnestly and unanimously recommend these lessons 
“ ‘to be used in all schools receiving aid from them. They would rather trust to a simple 
“*■ recommendation, than adopt any rule for their use, even bordering upon compulsion, 
“ * persuaded that if the book be not received willingly, no compulsion will secure a cordial 
“ ‘ and beneficial use of it ; and confident that an appeal to the good sense, and good. 
“ * feeling of the teachers and conductors of schools, by a Board that honestly desires to 
“ ‘ promote their well-being, and to be on the most friendly and affectionate terms with 
“ ‘ them, will be of more avail than the most rigid enactments. The Commissioners offer 
“ ‘these extracts from Scripture to the careful attention of teachers and children, not only 
“ ‘as truth, but as truth recorded under the influence of inspiration, and truth with which 
“ 1 it is of the utmost importance for them to be well acquainted. And to the religious 
“ ‘ instruction of the children they cheerfully leave, in communicating that instruction, the 
“ ‘use ot the sacred volume itself, as containing those doctrines and precepts, a knowledge 
“ ‘ of which must lie at the foundation of all true religion. “ The law of the Lord is 
“‘unspotted, converting souls: the testimony of the Lord is faithful, giving wisdom to 
“ ‘ little ones.” ’ 

“ 4240. Have you found from the Catholic clergy any opposition to the diffusion of the 
“ Bible? — The Roman-catholic members of the Board were willing that the Scriptures* 
“ Protestant and Roman-catholic, should be supplied by the Board to the different 
“ schools; the Protestant authorised version for the Protestant children, and the Roman- 
“ catholic authorised version for the Roman-catholic children, but to be used only at the 
“ periods of religious instruction. The Protestant Ecclesiastical Commissioners did not 
“ think that they could, with propriety, be parties to circulating the Roman-catholic 
“ version of the Scriptures, and therefore it is, that the Scriptures are not at all supplied 
“ by the Board. Dr. Murray, the Roman-catholic Archbishop, was perfectly willing that 
“ they should be applied in the way I have mentioned.” 

The evidence will show that every care is taken to prevent proselytism, so far as it can be 
prevented, and that the case referred to by Dr. Denvir, is one of the strongest testimonies 
that could be adduced that such is the case, and that no “ tampering” whatsoever has, or 
could have taken place in the school, nor any elsewhere, which the committee or the 
teachers could prevent. Proselytism indeed ! Let me ask for what ? To a system of non- 
sectarian education? The very notion bears its refutation stamped upon it. As the child 
is entered, in regard to religion, such must that child remain ; and the very care of the 
ladies of the committee in sending these poor Roman-catholic children to the chapel, and 
the Sunday-school, has alone enabled Dr. Denvir to bring his charges (such as they are) 
against this committee. How and where, let me ask, would Dr. Denvir find these poor 
children, except for the care of this committee, and the liberality of the subscribers to 
this charity ? They would be seen, perhaps, lurking about in wretchedness and rags, in 
the lanes and alleys of our town, drinking in vice with the very air they breathe, uncared- 

for 



* It was here intimated to Mr. Bottomley that this practice is strictly prohibited by the Board in all 
National Schools. 
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for by any ; learning to beg or to steal ; standing before the police magistrate to answer 
for some petty theft; or in prison to learn the more cunningly to commit it again. It is 
the liberality, the thorough non-sectarianism of this committee, which gives the opportunity 
for the concocting of charges, from which the benevolence of their motives, the wisdom of 
their arrangements, and the success of their endeavours, it might be supposed, would have 
saved them ; but this very success has drawn into the school children of all religious 
denominations, and this has provoked the attack. Dr. Denvir’s opinions are against 
combined religious instruction. See Report of Evidence before the Select Committee of 
the House of Lords, 1854, from which the following is taken : — 

“ 8781. Lord Ardrossan .] Have you any objection to the Scripture Extracts as a book to 
“ be used in the hours of combined religious instruction ? — I have. 

“ 8782. Will you state what the objection is ? — My reason is, I do not consider it to be 
“ a book from which religion is to be learnt; I do not consider it is a book from which the 
“ doctrines of faith exclusively are to be gathered. Speaking only as an individual, I do 
“ not see the use of wasting time with it ; religious instruction ought to be given separately, 
“ us religious instruction. 

“ 8783. Approving of the system as you do, vou think still it would be an improvement 
“ in that system if the reading of the Scripture Extracts were done away with? — I do not 
“ say I would do away with them ; they are not done away with by the Board ; they 
“ remain and are tolerated ; they are left to the option of the patrons ; some Catholic 
“ patrons use them, and some do riot. 

“ 8784. Lord Beaumont.'] Your private opinion is, that it is rather a loss of time to use 
“them? — My private opinion is that secular instruction should be completely separated 
“ from religious instruction. During the time devoted to secular instruction, that alone 
“ should be given, and during the time set apart for religious instruction, such only should 
“ be given by approved parties. 

“ 8785. Lord Ardrossan.] Do you think that element of the system, which is called 
“ combined religious instruction, ought to be done away with ? — I do.” 

Who those “ approved parties” are will be seen by a reference to answers to previous 
questions, viz. : Questions 8694, 8695, and 8696. 

These opinions are opposed to the principles of the Board of Education, and the question 
now is, shall this school, carrying out in every respect the principles of the Board, adhering 
strictly and honourably to the rules of the Board in spirit and in letter, shall this school be 
deprived of the grant from the Board, in obedience to the private opinion, however con- 
scientiously entertained of an individual member of the Board. 

[The Rev. J. H. Orr concurs in the general statement made by Mr. Bottomley, and relies 
for the defence of the teachers in whose behalf he appears, on the evidence they themselves 
will give during the inquiry.] 



Miss Ireland , being examined, deposes : 

Witness is Corresponding Secretary to the Ladies’ Committee ; made application in August 
1847, on the part ot the committee of ladies, that the Commissioners might make a grant 
towards this school ; the schoolroom was handed up to the Ladies’ Committee by a committee 
who had previously, had a large school here; the former committee was composed of 
gentlemen, and their school had entirely ceased; cannot recollect the exact arrangements of 
the school at the time of its establishment, having been then only secretary pro tern.-, 
recollects clearly that the time for religious instruction has never varied from the first. 

[The routine of school avocations, as reported in the First Report of the Committee, is 
read.] \ 

. Witness states that the same routine continues to prevail. There might be some alteration 
m the general and secular business of the day, but none at all in respect to religious instruc- 
tion. Ihe rules, as published in the Seventh Report, continue to prevail, and have always 
prevailed ; these rules are read to, and subscribed by, the parents or guardians of allchildrei) 
received into the industrial school. When Mrs. Bruce is present, she is the person who 
always reads the rules ; when Mrs. Bruce is absent, some other lady of the committee reads 
the rules. As far as withess knows, there is nothing done with more anxious care than the 
reading of those rules, and the explanation of their meaning to the parents. Not having 
been present on all occasions when children were admitted, cannot, of herself, say that they 
have been always read ; but knows it to be the custom of the school that they should be 
read, and that they are read. The meaning of subscribing to the rules by the parents is, 
that they are assented to. Witness does not mean that they are subscribed to in writing; 
there is no rule of the school requiring that they should be subscribed to in writing. Witness 
does not recollect an instance where a child was admitted who was not accompanied by its 
parent or guardian ; but such a course would not be contrary to the principles of the com- 
mittee. If witness met a child in the streets, destitute and deserted, witness would have 
her admitted ; in such a case the registration of the religion would be made on the child’s 
own statement ; but if the child had a residence, the ladies would visit, inquire if there were 
any relatives, and if there were, ascertain the religion from them. The relatives would be 
then desired to come on the next committee day, to state the child’s religion before the 
88 . D 4 committee. 
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committee. Every parent or guardian has to come before the committee for this purpose, 
unless there be some sufficient reason for their not coming — as illness. Excepting illness, 
witness is not aware of any cause of absence by the parent or guardian that would be 
deemed sufficient. Saturday is the day for the sitting of the committee. The rule is, that 
the committee shall sit every week. Monday is the day for the admission of the children, 
except in cases of special destitution, when they may be admitted on other days. The 
course for the admission of pupils is, that an application is made to the committee on a 
Saturday ; during the following week some ladies of the committee visit the case, and report 
to the committee on the Saturday following, on which day the parent or guardian and child 
are to be present. If the report be favourable, the child is admitted on the following 
Monday. The literary education in the school is the same as in any ordinary national 
school. The house-work is deemed a part of the industrial education of the institution ; the 
domestic duties of the house are joined in by the pupils, under the superintendence of the 
servants of the place. The ladies of the visiting committee inquire if the children introduce 
Into their own homes those practices in the way of household work which they observe 
here. 

[The first of the schooL regulations— “ Her attendance must be regular; punctuality to 
ei<rht o’clock in the morning being particularly insisted on” — is here read for witness.] 

This rule, witness states, is carefully observed. It will be understood that punctuality at 
eight o’clock will refer to those children who are to come at that hour ; but as other children 
have now permission to come at ten o’clock, punctuality at ten o’clock will be required of 
them. Until the month of December last witness never heard of an objection to coming at 
eight o’clock ; the first objection made was in the case of Gilliland. The particulars of this 
case will, in the opinion of witness, come out better in other evidence, as she was not 
attending at the time. The resolution of the 12th February has made an alteration in this 
rule. The rule of the 12 th February gives permission to the children of parents or guardians 
who object to the religious instructions of half-past eight o’clock to come at ten o’clock. 
Up to the beginning of last week the committee have had but one objection made by a 
parent or guardian to the religious instruction being imparted to a child. Witness was 
present at the meeting of the committee of the 12 th of February. 

[The following minute of that date ( 12 th February) is then read :— ] 

“ It was found that one of the girls continued to come to school after breakfast ; and that 
“ objection to the joint reading having been renewed, and professing to come from some of 
“ the parents, it was resolved, that as no radical change could be made in our early arrange- 
“ ments, without an entire sacrifice of the time of the Protestant pupils, we cannot admit, 
“ during this time, any children whose idleness would disturb the reading ; but still, willing 
“ to do for the committee all we pledge ourselves to them and the National Board, we shall 
“ in future allow objectors to attend for secular instruction from ten o’clock a.m., to six P.M., 
“ every day. Meanwhile, in doing this, we again solemnly protest that we have never 
“ interfered with the religion of any child, or swerved from our non-sectarian principles.” 
Witness states that the case referred to in the above minute is that of Gilliland. In 
explanation of the expression, “ professing to come from some of the parents,” witness states 
that the expression is rather loose, as objection had been made by only one parent. 

[The minute book is again produced, and the following extract, from the minutes of 
January 4th, 3 855, is read: — ] 

“ Miss M'Kinstrey was examined relative to the insubordination of a little girl in school 
“ during the morning reading. On questioning the child, she said the priest, Mr. Conway, 
“ had desired her to act as she had done- Miss M'Kinstrey also stated, that Mrs. M ‘Manus, 
“ the mother of another girl, had come to her to object to the joint reading, but that she did 
“ not form her own judgment, but because the priest had called with her five times to tell 
“ that she must forbid the child listening to the reading. This woman said plainly that she 
“ was herself no way dissatisfied, but came, because urged to do so. It came out also, in 
“ the course of conversation, that the Roman-catholic children in school had, on two 
<f successive Sundays, been detained in chapel till after the proper dinner hour, and on being 
“ questioned, they gave as a reason, that they had been detained to be interrogated 
“ concerning the school. Whether meat was given them on Lent days — where they were 
“ sent on errands, &c. ; finally, orders were given that none of them should go on any 
“ errands to either of the ladies, secretaries to the school committee.” 

Witness heard Miss M'Kinstrey state the facts which led to this minute ; the minute is in 
witness’s handwriting. 

[The minute of the 6th January 1855, is here read, and is as follows : — ] 

“ The question of interference by the priest was met by the following additional resolu- 
“ tions, read and agreed to, although not regularly moved and seconded : — 

“ Resolved, 1st. — That we cannot change the plan of reading before breakfast being the 
“ same formerly sanctioned by the committee, including Catholic members, and which we are 
“ certain has been carried out in a truly non-sectarian spirit.” 

“ Resolved 2d. — That as the objection to the joint reading has been traced to the Roman- 
“ catholic priest, the parent averring that she herself did not object, we hereby declare a 
we will receive no dictation from such a source. „ , , 

“ Resolved, 
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“ Resolved 3d. — That the unwarrantable interference of the priests in desiring the pupils 
“ in school to disobey the teachers, must be at once put a stop to, as subversive of all sub- 
u ordination in the school. 

" Resolved 4th. — That should any more messages be brought, the teacher be desired. to 
“ report the same to the weekly visitors, with whom it may rest to reprimand, or otherwise 
•t punish the bearer of such message, and to bring the circumstance before the Saturday’s 
“ Committee. 

“ Resolved 5th. — That any girl persevering to bring such messages be punished by 
“ expulsion. 

“ Resolved 6th. — That every pupil be made aware of these rules at entering the school.” 

Witness explains that the phrase which occurs in the preceding minute, “'read and agreed 
to, although not regularly moved and seconded,” means that the resolutions were passed 
unanimously (with the exception of Miss M'Laughlin). Witness was present at the com- 
mittee of the 6th January, and the minute of that day’s deliberation is in her handwriting. 
Except the ordinary weekly meetings, of which witness cannot speak, as she was not pre- 
sent at them, there was no extraordinary meeting of the committee between January 6th 
and February 12th. If anything occurred between January 6th and February 12th, minutes 
of it are not recorded in the minute book. 

[The minute of the 12th February 1855, is again read (see this minute at page 32).] 

Witness states that this minute was passed unanimously, and that since the date of its 
passing (12th February 1855) the first regulation of the school is changed- Witness has 
not heard of any objections having been made since, except what, occurred last week, and 
of these there is as yet no record, as the committee has not since met. The rule of 12th 
of February lias been communicated to the teachers. This change involves no alteration in 
the discipline of the school after ten o’clock ; a child coming at ten o’clock will be deprived 
of none of the advantages which the school affords after that hour; it will receive a dinner, 
and a supper to bring home. There will be a difficulty in relation to the clothing, as the 
children are washed and dressed during the half hour from eight to half-past eight o’clock ; 
to give the clothing at any other hour would involve a change in the regulations of the 
place, and witness, in this respect, cannot speak for the committee. The wash-room being 
closed at half-past eight o’clock, and each child being actually washed in the school pre- 
mises every day, it is indispensable that punctuality to eight o’clock should be observed. 
Witness states that the remaining rules and regulations of the school (see Appendix, 
page 30, of Seventh Report of the School) continue in force. There has been no change 
made in the rules with reference to the terms of admission of pupils (see Appendix, p. 31, of 
Seventh Report of School). No change has taken place in tne rules as to mode of applica- 
tion (see Appendix, page 31, of Seventh Report of School). 

[The Application Register is here produced.] 

Witness states that the applications for admission are entered on Saturdays, by any lady 
of committee present. The religion of the child is not inquired into in all cases on the day of 
first application ; but it is particularly inquired after on the Saturday following. Sometimes 
children are admitted when there are fewer than five members of the committee present ; 
witness understands that a committee of three is now sufficient for the purpose of admitting 
children. Except in the case of Rule 6, in which there has been made the alteration just 
alluded to, the remainder of the rules in relation to the mode of application and admission 
of pupils are observed. Witness is acquainted with the details of the working of the school, 
the books used in it, &c. The rules as to the “ mode of conducting the school ” (see Appen- 
dix, p. 32, of Seventh Report of School) are strictly attended to and observed. During the 
half hour devoted to religious instruction, the New Testament and the Scripture Extracts of 
the Board are used. The Roman-catholic children use the Douay version, and the Pro- 
testant children the authorised version. Witness believes that is the principle of the school, 
that the Catholic children shall read the Douay version only. The routine of school avoca- 
tions (see Appendix, p. 33, of Seventh Report of School) continues the same, except in 
regard to those children who are permitted to come at 10 o’clock. The hymns sung in the 
school are taken from the books of the National Board, and from those only. On Sundays 
the children get breakfast, and a double quantity of dinner — a portion of the latter to be 
brought home- The late Mrs. M'Laughlin was very attentive in visiting the school during 
the half hour devoted to religious instruction. Mrs. M'Laughlin was a Roman-catholic. 
Some ladies who live near the school come occasionally to the religious instruction ; but, as 
as the hour is so early j the committee have made no rule requiring their visitors to come 
regularly. Witness recollects no report from any lady of the committee, who had visited 
during religious instruction, to the committee itself, as expressive of approbation or dis- 
approbation of what she might have observed. The twelve rules l-elating to the " duties of 
appointed visitors ” (see Appendix, p. 33, of Seventh Report of School) are generally ob- 
served, and continue in force. The “ duties of the work and clothing committee ” (see 
Appendix, p. 34, of Seventh Report of School) also continue in force. Witness has examined 
the rules of the National Board, and as far as has come to her knowledge, there has been a 
conscientious effort made by the ladies of the committee to observe those rules. Is not aware 
that any deviation from those rules has been made by the committee ; thinks there has been the 
utmost effort made by the committee to attend not only to the letter, but to the spirit of the 
National System. The committee is composed of ladies of six religious denominations: 
gg E Episcopalians, 
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Evidence Episcopalians, Presbyterians, Roman-catholics, Unitarians, Methodists, and Friends. The 
of Miss Ireland, rules of the institution were most maturely weighed in relation to the religious instruction 

and regard was paid to the opinions of the persons composing the committee, before they 

2 May 1865. were finally decided upon. The most destitute class of the community are the immediate 
objects of the care and labour of the ladies of the committee. If the destitution is real the 
committee never inquire into the moral character of the parents — the greater the destitution 
the greater would be the claim on their exertions. The ladies have always thought that 
religion and morality were the most important things to be taught in the school. Witness 
would scarcely conceive it to be teaching at all, if the business of the school were not based 
upon religion. The committee has always found the time between eight o’clock, a. m. and 
five or six in the evening, amply sufficient for religious, as well as secular and industrial 
training. The children of the school belong to different professions of religion. It has been 
a most anxious object of the committee to devise such a system of religious teachin°- as 
should be confined to the simple elementary truths in which all Christians agree. Rliss 
Cuzneau (now Mrs. Putman) was teacher in the school when the present arrangements for 
giving religious instruction were made; these arrangements were made by the original com- 
mittee of the school, as constituted in the manner in which witness has already described it 
and were approved of by all. During witness’s connexion with the school, she has never 
heard a charge preferred against the teachers or committee for unfairness in religious 
matters. The children are sent by order of the committee to the different places of worship 
on Sundays, and to the Sunday-schools. So far as lies in the power of the committee 
pro§elytism is not possible in the school. One case of proselytism lias occurred — two 
children, who were Presbyterians, were induced to go to the chapel, and became Catholics. 
This occurred in the year 1851. 



[The minutes of the case above referred to were here read, and are as follow : — ] 

“ September 1851.— Two little girls, Jane Watson and M. J. Manhinnery, who were 
“ among those reproved for giddiness, had a further charge brought against them in a fault 
“ connected with this. Their giddiness in the Sunday-schooi had led to their being several 
“ times reproved ; and persevering in their boldness, they had, three weeks previously, been 
“ sent out ot the school. On the following Sunday they had accompanied another child to 
a Unitarian meeting-house; this they had done a second time, when a lady of the com- 
“ mittee meeting them in the porch, inquired if this was their own place of worship, and 
“finding it was not, desired them to go. where their parents had entered them for. The 
“ following Sunday they went to chapel, and the monthly meeting following the day after, 
“ ^e children were brought down, reproved for going thus from place to place, and desired 
“ to return to the Presbyterian meeting-house on Sunday, they having been entered as 
“ Presbyterians. 

“October 13th, 1851. — The two little girls, J. Watson and M. J. Manhinnery, having 
“ persevered to go to chapel, contrary to their entry as Presbyterians, the subject was again 
“ brought before committee, when it appeared that the children had declared their mothers 
“ were Catholics, although Presbyterians at the time they were entered in school ; that, con- 
“ sequently, they now wished to take them to chapel. To inquire further of the mothers they 
“ were sent for ; but the little girls returned to say that they could find neither of them, as 
“ they were from home working. As the committee was then about rising, the affair was 
“ referred to a sub-committee on Saturday ; with this sub-committee a discretionary power 
“ was left of allowing the children to remain till the whole could be referred to another 
1 monthly meeting. 



“ October 18tli, 1851. — The mothers of J. Watson and M. J. Manhinnery did not come 
“ the committee as summoned to do ; the children were again sent for them, and returned 
“ with a similar answer to that brought on Monday, on which the committee decided that 
“ Ml must be left to the committee of management; and meantime, the children must, for 
“ the present, remain out, as their mothers had not thought worth while to appear. After 
“ this, two older girls were sent to look for the women ; and after the committee had sepa- 
“ rated, they returned with the information that one of them had seen Watson’s mother, 
“ who told them she was in a service and could not come ; but if auy of the ladies would 
“ come to her at her master’s, she would talk to them. She added, however, that she did 
“ not know what sort of school it was, as the children learned nothing in it. 



“ October 25th, 1851. — The mothers of J. Watson andM. J. Manhinnery not appearing 
to meet the committee, although both had been at the school in the course of the morning, 
the following resolutions were passed in substance — Miss M'Cracken alone supportiug the 
opinion that the resolutions of last Saturday should be rescinded, and the children taken 
unconditionally 



“ 1st. That the children were dismissed, not from their change of religion, but for con- 
tempt of the committee, both on their own part and that of their parents. 

“ 2d. That this contempt was shown by the mothers in not coming to explain to the 
committee; and that their coming to-day at an hour which they knew was not that of 
meeting, cannot be received as sufficient apology. 

“ 3d. That after supporting and educating their children for such a length of time, the 
committee feel that any women possessed of common feelings of gratitude, would have 
made a point of doing all in their power to give the necessary explanations. 

“ 4th. That 
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“4th. That the excuse of being a servant, sent by Jane Watson’s mother, is not con- 
“ sidered sufficient, inasmuch as servants 'with us are not slaves ; and they think that any 
“ mistress properly acquainted with the circumstances, would see the necessity of the 
“case. 

“ 5th. That they understand, that so far from considering anything due to the committee, 
u this woman speaks of the school in terms of contempt, wondering what the children 
“ learn in it. 

u 6th. That this conduct on the part of the mothers is joined with, and in some degree 
“ explains the very indecent display on the part of the girls, who, when told they were to 
“ go home, evinced the most shameful and extravagant rejoicing, to the great scandal of 
“ the school, and the injury of the other pupils. 

“ 7th. That if the mother of M. J. Manhinnery told the truth in regard to her little girl, 
“ the conduct of the latter was particularly blameable, since, after all the committee said to 
“ her about bringing her mother, the latter declares she never heard a word on the subject 
“ till the child was dismissed. 

“ 8th. That on account of all these circumstances, and to prevent misunderstanding in 
the committee, the secretaries are instructed to bring the subject before the full committee 
“in November; before which also the mothers are expected to appear, with such expla- 
“ nations and apologies as their past conduct requires. 

“ 9th. That in case this is done, so as to show the disrespect was not intentional, and 
“ that there is a real desire on the part of the little girls to return, and to act more steadily 
“ in future than they have been recently doing, this sub-committee will recommend to the 
“ general committee to re-admit the children as Catholics. 

“ loth. That the committee will further recommend the enactment of a bye-law to prevent 
“ any such difficulty as the present in future; that the prospective bye-law shall enact, that 
“ children entered in the school shall be obliged, during the time of remaining pupils, to 
“ conform to the creed by which their parents have entered them. 

“ nth. That the strict impartiality of the management of the school, and their deter- 
“ mination to be entirely non-sectarian, render such a rule only conformable with our other 
“ regulations ; but no law having previously been made, the present instance of change, as 
“ it is by the desire of the parents, may be (in the estimation of this sub-committee) 
“ overlooked. 
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“ 7th November 1851. — The two little girls, Watson and Manhinnery, with the mothers 
“ of both, were brought before the committee, and after severe reproval for former boldness 
“ and giddiness, and reprehension to the mothers for former disrespect in not coming to the 
“ committee when sent for, they were taken again into school on trial; Miss Orr being 
“ requested to report their conduct next monthly meeting. 

“ 8th November 1851.— The bye-law alluded to in note 10th, of Saturday, 25th October, 
“ was then proposed as a means of preventing scenes such as the present being brought 
a before committee. 

“10th November 1851. — To give importance to this bye-law, we here repeat it. That 
“ any child entered in the school shall, in future, be obliged, during the time of remaining a 
“ pupil, to conform to the creed by which her parents have entered her.” 

On hearing the above minutes read, witness states, in explanation of her allusion to pro- 
selytism, that the case only shows that a change in religion had taken place. With the 
latter explanation, as far as has come to the knowledge of witness, no proselytism has ever 
occurred in the school. Except the case of Sosby, witness is not aware that any application 
has been made to change the religion of a child once admitted to the school ; witness was 
not present when the case of Sosby came before the committee. As a member of com- 
mittee, witness has been present at committee meetings when parents were applying for 
their children’s admission; can say, that it was the invariable rule of the committee to ask 
the parents or guardians the religion in which they wished their children to be entered. 
The system of instruction, secular and religious, witness thinks is fully explained to the 
parents and guardians on the admission of their children. In case of apparent want of 
intelligence, or carelessness on the part of the parents, very great care is taken to explain 
the regulations as well as possible. The consent of the parents to the religious instruction 
to be given their children is required, and in all cases obtained, previously to the admission 
of the'children. Witness believes it to be totally impossible for a parent to leave the com- 
mittee room without understanding the regulations of the school, and particularly without 
knowing the religion in which her child is entered on the books of the school. It is the 
opinion of witness, that when a parent assents to a religious instruction for her child, it is 
compatible with the rules of the National Board for the patron to give that religious 
instruction; and having obtained the consent of all the parents of the children coming to 
this school, it is the opinion of witness that the committee are justified m giving those 
children the religious instruction of the school. Witness considers it important that the 
children attending the school should be taught habits of order and cleanliness. Hie 
arrangements of the morning, before breakfast, with respect to washing and clothing, were 
made expressly for the purpose of enforcing regularity and cleanliness. Want of punctuality 
in attendance at eight o’clock in the morning would impair the efficiency of the school. It 
is the practice of the school that a child who is not washed at the proper time m the morn- 
88. E 2 in g 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




36 CORRESPONDENCE, &c., RELATIVE TO THE LAN CASTERI AN 

Evidence ing (from eight to half-past eight o’clock), can not be washed or clothed during the remainder 
-of Miss Ireland. of the day. The* servant who attends the wash-room has other duties to perform during 

the day. As a general rule, the committee could not trust the children in the wash-room 

.2 May 1855. themselves, tor fear the clothing which is there might be stolen, and they therefore 

require that a servant shall be always present; besides, those who come late are the more 
likely to be disorderly in their habits. The wearing of their own dress during the day dis- 
tinguishes those who are disorderly from those who, wearing the clothing of the school, are 
orderly. Irrespective of the interference with the general regulations of the school, it is the 
opinion of witness that children coming at a late hour will be a source of disorder in the 
school. It has never been understood that the breakfast should be regarded as a bribe to 
children to receive the religious instruction of the school. Witness cannot answer whether 
a child not coming at cinht o’clock will be refused her breakfast. Witness knows nothing 
of the circumstance referred to by Mrs. Gilliland about her child having to breakfast at 
home and come clean. Mrs. Todd, witness states, is: the person who will likely explain it. 
Witness knows that it would most seriously impair the efficiency of the school, if a regula- 
tion were made which would enable a child who had not attended at eight o’clock or half- 
past eight o’clock to receive her breakfast at nine o’clock. This is the general impression 
of the committee. Is quite sure that such a regulation would be a premium on idleness 
and dirty habits. Children who would come at eight o’clock would feel themselves aggrieved, 
seeing the rule enforced in their case, and relaxed in the case of those admitted to the 
breakfast at nine o’clock. If the children whose parents object should be admitted at eight 
o’clock to the washing and clothing, witness does not know how they would be disposed of 
during the half-hour of religious instruction. The children, from the time they come here, 
at eii'ht o’clock, a.m., until "they leave, at five or six o’clock in the evening, are not permitted 
to leave the premises. If Catholic children were permitted to play about the play-ground 
during the half-hour devoted to religious instruction, it would, in the opinion of witness, 
make' a perfect farce of the religious instruction of the Protestants ; and with regard to the 
Roman-catholic, children themselves such a regulation would have a direct tendency to 
establish in their minds principles of infidelity. It would, in fact, teach those children that 
playing in the yard was of more importance to them than the learning of religion. Should 
the committee be compelled to establish such a regulation, it would, in the opinion of 
witness, neutralize much of the good the school has been doing. 



Fourth Day, Thursday, 3 May 1855. 



Miss Ireland, being further examined, deposes : 

3 May 1855. In reference to an answer which witness gave yesterday, relative to the cleaning of the 

. house, in which she said, ‘‘The house-work is deemed a part of the industrial education of 

the institution,” witness did not mean to convey that it is a portion of that industrial educa- 
tion for which the Board uf Education sives a grant to this school; what the committee 
understand is, that the Board grant a portion of the salary of Mrs. Todd, the matron, whose 
duties are, to teach the sewing, knitting, and any other sort of needle-work taught in the 
school. The domestic duties are under the superintendence of the servants of the house; 
From eight to half-past eight o’clock the children wash and are clothed ; from half-past 
eight to nine o’clock religious instruction is given ; from nine to half-past nine o’clock, 
breakfast; from half-past nine to ten o’clock, play. Mrs. Todd lives in the institution; 
Miss Orr also lives in the institution. Mrs. Todd’s duties, from half-past eight to half-past 
nine o’clock, are in the general superintendence of the house, 8tc. Miss Orr conducts the 
religious instruction. The monitress, Anne Burnett, does not come till ten o’clock; she 
has beeii employed merely for the day-school. The first record of Mrs. Gilliland’s objection 
is 1 1th December 1854 ; witness was not present at the committee of that date. 

[The minute in reference to Gilliland is as follows ]: — 

“ Mrs. Todd laid before the committee a most extraordinary message she had received 
u from Dr. Denvir through Mrs. Gilliland, one of the mothers of the children, viz., that he 
“ requested the reading of the Scriptures should be discontinued in school, and also the 
“ singing of the hymn. The ladies present instructed Mrs. Todd that she was, in no 
“ instance, to attend to messages of this kind.” 

The next record of any objection is contained in the minute of January 4th, 1855, relating 
to Mrs. M'Manus. The next reference to the question in the minutes is contained in the 
minute of January 6tb, in which the committee determine not to alter their arrangements; 
and the next reference is in the minute of February 12th, which alters the rule as to punc- 
tuality to eight o’clock being required of all children who attend the school. 

69. Mr. Bottomley.'] You stated that previous to the passing of the resolution of the 
12th February (permitting these children whose parents object to the religious teaching to 
come at ten o’clock) no objection from any parent or guaxdian had come to your knowledge, 
except the one case (Gilliland’s). Now, having regard to the importance of the rule 
embodying the routine of school discipline, the care with which that rule had been 
formed, the fact that it had remained unchanged during so many years, and the satis- 
factory 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




INDUSTRIAL NATIONAL SCHOOL, BELFAST. 



37 



factory manner in which it had been found to work, and the necessity of considering the 
exact effect which would probably arise from such a change, do you consider that any 
unreasonable time had been allowed to elapse, after Gilliland’s objection, before the rule was 
modified by that resolution ? — -Witness certainly does not think there had. 

70. Who proposed that resolution in the committee ? — Witness does not recollect whe- 
ther she was the person who proposed it ; but she came down specially to the committee to 
endeavour to hfive it passed. 

71. When that resolution was proposed and passed, had you received, as secretary to the 
ladies’ industrial school, the intimation from Mr. Patterson that Dr. Denvir had made 
charges against the school, and that an investigation had been ordered? — Witness had 
not. 

Cross* exa mination . 

72. Right Rev. Dr. Denvir.'] Please explain the mode of religious instruction, and 
who conducts it at present? — The religious instruction is the same as is specified in the 
published report ; witness does not know from actual observation what the mode is, as she 
has not been able to attend to it for a long time. Miss Orr at present conducts the reli- 
gious instruction ; she has been in office for five years, with the exception of the months of 
November, December, and January, and the time she spent in the model school at the 
beginning of her engagement. 

73. Did Mrs. Todd ever give religious instruction in the absence of the ordinary teacher ? 
— Yes; during the months of November and December 'last. In January the religious 
instruction was given by Miss M'Kinstrey. 

74. Is the Bible read and explained by Mrs. Todd and the other teachers? — The plan of 
instruction is, that the Scripture Extracts are read one morning and the Testament the 
other. Witness thinks that the whole Bible is notread. The teachers have been instructed 
to do everything in a purely non-sectarian spirit, according to the rule of the Board, and the 
committee’8 own pledge to the parents of the pupils. 

75. Are the children of all denominations present at the Scripture Lessons? — They are. 

76. Are prayer-meetings held in the lace-rooms, and, if so, do Catholic children ever on 
any occasion attend them? — The room in which this inquiry is held, and which does not 
belong to the Board, is let for various purposes. It is in this room that the prayer-meetings 
take place, if any; witness knows nothing about the presence of Catholic children. When 
these rooms were, in 1847, handed over to the ladies' committee, two things were expressly 
stipulated, that the infant school should continue on and be held in the same room, and that 
the Sunday-school, which is held in this room, should not be interfered with. 

77. Are all the Catholic children, without exception, sent to their house of worship and 
to chapel school on Sundays. If not, who are retained at home ? — Is not aware of any 
exception whatever. 

78. Out of what documents or reports are the rules of the school read to the parents ? — ■ 
Witness is not able to say. It is Mrs. Bruce’s duty to do this, and witness never heard her 
speak on the subject that she did not refer to the religious instruction. 

79. Please tell the inspectors when the rule, about religious instruction was introduced 
into the annual report ? — In the year 1848 ; it appears as a paragraph (page 10) in the first 
report of the institution. 

80. How long has its publication been discontinued? — It was not inserted in any of the 
annual reports from the first to the seventh ; it appears for the first time as a distinct rule 
in the seventh ; but the rule was always acted on. Upon examining the reports, witness 
finds that the rale appears in the form of a note in the second and third reports. The rule 
does not appear in the fourth, fifth, or sixth. A desire to economise led the committee 
to abbreviate their reports after the third as much as possible. 

81. How long before or after parents objected to the religious instruction was this rule 
reproduced in the seventh report. When did it become a substantive rule ? — No parent 
had ever objected at the time at which it was reproduced in the seventh report. It has 
always been regarded and acted upon as a substantive rule; it was amongst the original 
arrangements. 

82. State why it has not appeared in the sixth and . other preceding reports, seeing that it 
is a rule of vital importance ?— The printing of the third report was so expensive, it was 
determined to abbreviate the next as much as possible, and the rule did not accordingly 
appear. Witness herself was of opinion at the time that the rule should have appeared. 
The printing advertising, postage, and stationery in the accounts published in the fourth 
report, came to 19 1- 12s. The printing in the accounts of the fifth report comes to 4?. 16*. 
In the-accounts of the sixth report, printing comes to 4?. 12s. 6 d., and stationery 3s. 12s. 8 .d. 
In the accounts of the seventh, report printing comes to 4 1. 4s. 

83. Did not the seventh report contain more printing than the sixth. Whence the 
economy; sixth, 31 pages; seventh, 34 pages?— It does. Many new members joined, and 
for their information the rules were published in the seventh report. 

84. Was the rule published in the reports as a substantive rule when Gilliland and Sosby 

placed their children in the school; state the years?— Sosby was admitted September 1854, 
and the rule was then published in the seventh report. Gilliland was admitted January 
1853, previously to the publication of the seventh report. . ., 

85. How many objections were made against the religious instruction besides those ot 
Gilliland ?— Has heard of no objection from a parent, except in the case of Gilliland, and 

those brought forward last week (M'Kenna and M'Carroll). 

86. State who objected, as Miss M'Laughlin has stated that there were others?— Witness 

8§ E 3 knows 
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knows that Mrs. M'Manus came and said that one of the priests had come to her five times 
and told her to object to the reading. Mrs. M'Manus came and said she herself did not 
object. An orphan child,. Biddy Pendis, brought an unsigned note, which she said a priest 
(Mr. Conway) had written for her, to say that her guardian did not allow her to attend the 
religious instruction. On referring to the minutes witness finds that she is confounding this 
person with another ; witness states that some one else will likely give evidence in the case 
of Pendis. 

87. Did a person named Stothars object against the religious instruction given to a child 
of which he was the guardian? — Has no recollection of having heard the name, or of any 
circumstance connected with it. 

88. Is there a child of that name on the roll ? — (The roll is produced). There is. She 
was admitted April 19, 1853, and is still on the roll of the school. She has been absent 
this week. 

89. Is there any record of an objection made by Stothars, whether he made such or not? 
—Never heard. 

90. Have you mentioned the names of all the persons who objected to this rule; if not, 
state them aU particularly? — Is not aware of any more than she has already stated. 

91. In the case of the children Watson and Manhinnery, said to be re-entered as 
Catholics, state why they were taken in as such, if entered first as Presbyterians ? — They 
were readmitted as Catholics, because there was no law against it ; but it was felt to have 
been an infringement of the principles on which they set out as being a non-proselytising 
committee. 

92. Are you aware where these children are at present, and that they are not now Catholics, 
or attending Catholic worship ? — Witness knows where one of the children is (Jane Watson), 
and that she is not now a Catholic. The other behaved so very badly she was turned out 
of the school for stealing ; knows nothing of her now. 

93. Is Jane Watson in the service of any lady of your committee ; and if so, by whom sent 
to this lady? — She is in the service of Mrs. Smith, who is not a member of the committee, 
but who is mother of a lady who is a member of the committee. 

94. Does Miss Smith, a member of the committee, live with Mrs. Smith; and did Miss 
Smith hire the girl ? — She does live with Mrs. Smith. Witness knows nothing, of her own 
personal knowledge, in relation to the hiring of the girl, and was not present at the time. 

95. Might not the hour for religious instruction be so arranged as to be placed between 
ten and four o’clock, without diminishing the amount of religious and secular instruction 
imparted? — Though half an hour is the same length any part of the day, witness thinks it 
could not. The children, when they come in at eight o’clock, are washed and clothed, and 
then being placed in the gallery for religious instruction, are, in the opinion of witness, in a 
better position to receive impressions that there is a God above them, .than at any other 
period of the day. Religious instruction, witness thinks, can be more effectively given at 
the opening of a school than at any intermediate time during the day. 

96. If the parents or guardians 'should object to the instruction given in the elements of 
religion, and if the teacher should persist in giving such, would the rules of the National 
Board be observed, or would they be violated ? — The rules of the Board would, in such a 
case, be violated. 

97. Have you ever known any instance of a child becoming an infidel, on account of being 
allowed to play while children of another denomination were under religious instruction? — 
No ; if children were allowed to play, whilst others were kept in school to read, those in 
the school would consider it a punishment, and those at play would be likely to regard the 
reading as worthless, and of little importance. 

98. Does not the rule regarding religious instruction prevent some children from par- 
taking of some of the benefits of the institution, viz., breakfast and clothing ? — It would ; 
one child is so affected at present; no benefit provided for by the National Board is denied 
any child. 

99. Are other children similarly circumstanced to be also similarly deprived of the same 
benefits ? — There is an experiment at present being tried, whether the recent change will work 
well, t. e., the change about the hour of admission at ten o’clock, by those children whose 
parents or gu’ardians object. 

100. Mr. Bottomley.'] Suppose a child came late in the morning, would she not also be 
deprived of some of the benefits of the institution? — She would, of course; she would be 
admitted, but would be obliged to wear her own clothes. Those who come late, keep their 
own under clothes on, and simply wear an overall, which is a mark of disgrace. 

101. The Right Rev. Dr. Denvir .] Is it not to be considered a punishment for a child 
to be obliged to wear its own clothing during the school hours ? — The mark of disgrace is 
a particular overall. 

[In explanation of the witness’s answer to Question 98, she states that Gilliland’s child 
is the one to which she alluded, but adds, that Gilliland is at present in attendance in the 
morning.] 

102. When the child Gilliland did not come until ten o’clock, having declined to he pre- 
sent at the religious instruction, was she not deprived of breakfast and clothing during such 
days?— Of course she got no breakfast, nor clothes, when she came at ten o’clock. 

[The foregoing evidence was read aloud for witness, who acknowledged its accuracy.] 

Mrs. 
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Mrs. Bruce , being examined, deposes : 

Has been a member of tbe ladies’ committee, from the first; is general treasurer to the 
committee ; is a member of tbe work and clothing committee. A pupil is not entitled to 
the advantages of clothing, unless it be an extreme case of destitution, and for decency’s 
sake, until she is one month in the school. From that time forth she receives the usual 
clothing given ; no matter what her religious denomination, no difference is made. Parents 
are told that a steady attendance of the child in school for two years, will entitle their chil* 
dren to an entire suit of clothes for their own private use, when leaving the school finally. 
At first it was to retain a suit of clothes which had been in use, but now, the rule is, that 
the parent gives a month’s notice of her intention to remove the child ; during this last 
month, in the needlework hours, the child is herself obliged to make up the clothes which 
she is to take from the school with her : chemise, frock, flannel petticoat, one, and often 
two pinafores. Upon the last Saturday that the child is in school, she is directed, by 
order of the committee to the teacher, to take down those articles for the inspection of the 
committee. When they have been examined by the committee, and it is seen how they fit,, 
the child is then kindly advised as to her future conduct. Very often, if she has been a 
child that has given great satisfaction, she is presented with a Bible, with her own name 
written in it; a Douay Bible to a Catholic, and a copy of the authorised version to a Protes- 
tant. Ex-pupils are invited to attend an annual soiree which is held ; and on these occa- 
sions, an account of themselves is invited by the committee. Children that are particularly 
attentive during the time that they are at school, sometimes get a pair of shoes for their 
private use. The rule of the school is, that the door shall remain open till half-past eight 
o’clock. Those who come in time wash and clothe themselves, or are washed and clothed. 
The clothing is the property of the school. All children who come in time, irrespective of 
their creed, receive this clothing. The committee has had great difficulty to establish such rules 
as would conduce to regularity and cleanliness. The under-clothing is kept by the children, 
from Sunday to Sunday, both at home and in school. The Sunday outer garment is different 
from that of the week day. Children who come late get the blue overall, which, during the 
day, distinguishes them from the others, who wear a white or chequered one. A cap is 
placed, as a punishment, on those who are late. No rule has yet been made with reference 
to clothing those who may come under the new rule of admission at ten o’clock, principally 
on account of the illness of some of the most important members of the committee. This 
is, no doubt, a point that will come under the notice of the committee. As it is permitted 
that children snail come at ten o'clock, the committee will do everything in their power to 
give such children every possible advantage. The general committees meet monthly. It 
has been the uniform practice of the committee to extend strict impartiality to children of 
all religious denominations, and that all should receive equal benefits; and this, witness 
has not the least hesitation in saying, has been acted upon. Witness, with the greatest 
exactness, has endeavoured to make the parents of the children, who are applicants for 
admission, understand the rules of the school, . particularly those relating to religious 
instruction. When witness was present in committee, this duty devolved upon her; and 
witness states, that her attendance has been more regular than that of any other member 
of the committee. Witness reads the rules almost always from the second or third report. 
The committee recommend good girls out as servants. Applicants for servants make their 
own selection, and apply to the teachers, matron, or ladies of committee, for character and 
suitability. In the absence of witness, any lady present performs the duty of reading the 
rules. When the rules are read, the parent or guardian is asked if she. understands and 
agrees to what has been explained. Witness knows that many of the parents are so 
anxious about the admission of their childen, that they do not attend to what is told them 
on the occasion; and acquits some of the witnesses examined to support Dr. Denvir’s 
charges of intentional falsehood, on this account. If a parent or guardian is unavoidably 
absent on the occasion of the admission of the child, some member of the committee goes 
to the house of the parent, and explains the rules there. Witness often finds it difficult to 
obtain the attention of. the parents ; often finds they are not listening at all. It is quite 
possible that a parent, without meaning to tell a falsehood, might, after the lapse of some 
time, come here and say she did not hear the rules, although, at the time, she had heard and 
assented to them. It is certainly impossible for a mother to leave this room without know- 
ing what religion has been entered for her child, she, herself, having to give the religion 
which she wishes her child to be entered. 

[The Application Book is produced.] 

Witness is quite sure that Mrs. Sosby, on the 26th August, gave in the name of her child 
as a member of the Established Church. The religion was recorded on the spot, before the 
woman left the room. Remembers the day Sosby came to apply for admission, after having 
been visited ; there was a conversation then about the religion of Sosby’s child. Applicant 
stated, when asked what religion her child was to he brought up, that she herself was a 
Roman-catholic, that her husband had been a Protestant, and that she had promised him 
the child should be brought up in his faith. Several ladies of committee then asked her 
what religion the child was to be entered in, observing, “that it was to be her (Sosby’s) 
decision, not their’s. If the child was entered as a Catholic, she should remain so; if 
entered as a Protestant, she should remain so as long as she continued in the school.” 
Sosby seemed so very uncertain as to what she would do, that witness went so far as to say, 
“1 don’t think, myself, you’ll be allowed to bring her up a Protestant.” She still said, 

88 . E 4 “I promised 
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“I promised my husband,” and had the child entered as a Protestant; and she was so 
entered. Witness thinks it to be only joking to ask her if this woman left the room 
without knowing what religion her child had been entered in. Miss M'Cracken, one of the 
members of committee, said to witness at the time, “ I would have taken you for a good 
Catholic, if I had not known the contrary,” from the efforts witness made to induce Sosby to 
know her own mind. Mrs. Sosby came back in three months, and said she wanted her child’s 
religion to be altered in the registry, and to be written down as a Catholic. She was 
reminded that she had been told on the former occasion, that if she would be entered as a 
Protestant she should remain so whilst she continued in the school. In reference to Mrs. 
Sosby’s evidence in answer to Question 26 (see page 18), witness states that her answer is' 
untrue. In reference to Mrs. Gilliland’s answer to Question 17 (see page 17), witness states, 
she was here lor a Saturday’s committee; she had reached the gate, accompanied by 
another lady; waiting for the gate, to be opened, witness turned round and saw a woman 
standing on the steps ; she did not know who the woman was at first, and supposing she 
was come to apply for the admission of a child, witness stopped to say the hour was passed, 
the committee had dispersed. Witness thought from the countenance of the woman that 
that was not her object, and asked what she came for; the woman said she had been sent’ 
for by the ladies; witness remarked, she had not heard of it, and inquired what it was 
about ; the woman said she was coming to speak about her little girl, who had been attend- 
ing latterly at 1 0 o’clock ; when she made that remark witness knew who she was, and 
observed, “ Oh, then you are Gilliland, I suppose ; I am sorry to hear you are objecting to 
the mode of instruction given to your child here.” Witness meant religious instruction. 
Gilliland then distinctly and clearly stated, “ Ma’am, I do not object; I am very thankful 
and grateful to the ladies for all they have done, but my elf rgy object.” Witness said, 
“ Well, what is it, do you know, that they object to, because our rules have been made for 
persons of all denominations, and are just the same now as when the school was first esta- 
blished ; but,” said witness, “what are you coming about to-day?” referring to what she had 
said about coming to speak of her little girl. Gilliland said, “ When I was coming to-day, 
I was coming to give notice to the committee to take her away altogether.” “ Do you 
want that notice given in ?” said witness, “ for you are too late to-day, but I’ll give it in for 
you.” Gilliland then said she had changed her mind since she came here that morning ;’ 
for she had seen Mrs. Todd and the child herself, and she had heard from Mrs. Todd and 
the child, that the latter would be in the kitchen for the next fortnight, and that, as the' 
kitchen girls do not attend to the morning reading (religious instruction), the child would 
come and get her breakfast for that Jbrtnight, as formerly. Gilliland complained of the 
hardship of giving her child the breakfast. Witness asked the child’s age, and on being 
told, said she was too young for service, or to be taken into a mill. “ But surely,” said 
witness to Mrs. Gilliland, “ surely you are not so destitute, Mrs. Gilliland, as not to be able 
to give her her breakfast, and then let her come here and get her dinner and bread at night, 
and the other advantages of the school.” Witness also said, that the piece of bread might 
serve her for her breakfast. Gilliland, in reply, said, “She supposed she might give the 
child her breakfast; but at any rate she was minded (>. e., she intended) to let her come at 
eight o’clock, as formerly, after the fortnight would be over.” Witness, on hearing this 
observation, said, “ Beware what you are doing, Mrs. Gilliland ; I neither advise nor recom- 
mend you to do so, but caution you against it ; for if your clergy made you object before, 
you may be sure they will make you do it again.” 



Fifth Day, Friday, 4th May 1855. 

[At the. desire of Mr. Bot.tomley, it was intimated by the head inspector, that Mrs. Bruce, 
the last witness, is in a delicate state of health; in consideration of which, the Right Rev. 
Dr. Denvir foregoes entering in a cross-examination.] 

[The evidence of Mrs. Bruce (the last witness) was then read aloud for her, and she 
acknowledged its accuracy.] 

Mrs. Putman, being examined, deposes : 

Witness’s former name was Cuzneau ; is a Presbyterian ; was the first teacher appointed 
to this school ; was appointed 1st February 1848; at that time the hour for religious in- 
struction was from half-past eight to nine o clock ; the children came at eight o’clock to be 
washed ; assembled in the school at half-past eight o’clock ; half-past eight to nine o’clock 
religious instruction; nine o’clock breakfast; half-past nine o’clock play; ten o’clock re- 
assembled in the school-room for literary instruction — literary and industrial instruction were 
carried on together; dinner at two o’clock; play from half-past two to three o’clock; 
re-assembled at three o'clock, and remained in for literary business until six o’clock ; at six 
o’clock the bread was distributed by the matron amongst the children, after they had 
changed their clothes ; the children then dispersed for the evening. In winter, the dismissal 
took place at dusk. The only religious instruction of the day was from half-past eight, 
o’clock to nine o’clock; witness left the institution 4th November 1848. Whilst witness 
was here there was no alteration in the arrangements for religious instruction. At the hour 
appointed for religious instruction, the children all assembled in the gallery. Before witness 

came 
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came here, the children had read the Testament and Scripture Extracts alternately (i. e., the 
Testament on one morning and the Scripture Extracts the next), in classes round the floor • 
but when witness came, the ladies permitted her to have the children altogether iu the 
gallery. The object of this arrangement was, that those who could not read might listen to 
what was going on. The religious exercises commenced by witness reading out a hvmn 
from the “ Sacred Poetry” of the Board, and from some others which witness had learned 
in the Model Schools, Dublin, and which were sung there— as, for instance, “ Hosanna.” 
Witness, whilst here, neither taught, nor repeated, nor sung any hymns, except those con- 
tained in the Board’s books, and those she had learned and heard sung m the Model 
Schools, Dublin. Witness then read a chapter from the New Testament; commenced with 
the first chapter of the Gospels, and read consecutively on. When witness came here, the 
Douay version was not used in school, and for a while it was the authorised version only 
that was read. When the Douay version was introduced in the school, it was alternately- 
read with the authorised version on Testament days. Those who could read had Testa- 
ments in their hands, and those who could not read sat altogether listening ; those who 
could read, then read verse about; the whole chapter was read through by tlie children in 
this manner; the Map of the Holy Land was always suspended on a frame before the 
class ; any place named in the chapter was then pointed out on the map by the girls who 
were able to do so; verse by verse was not explained ; general questions only were asked ; 
doctrinal questions were entirely avoided. The time being limited, witness could not enter 
as fully into the explanation or examination of the chapter as she would when teaching 
any other lesson of the day; between the reading to and by the pupils the half-hour was 
nearly expended. The teaching was of a strictly non-sectarian character;' witness took 
pains not to infringe the rules of the National Board, which she knew well from having been 
two-and-a half years at the Model Schools. Although a Presbyterian, did not give to the 
religious instruction any Presbyterian or Protestant tendency ; the Douay version was 
introduced at the instance of the late Mrs. M'Laughiin, who took a warm interest in the 
affairs of the school, particularly in the morning during the time of religious instruction. 
She came nearly every morning of her week of visiting. Mrs. M'Laughlin was a Roman- 
catholic ; and, to the knowledge of witness, highly approved of the religious instruction 
given in the school. Cannot say whether the mode of giving religious instruction was 
arranged by Mrs. M'Laughlin; it was from the committee witness received her instructions ; 
but Mrs. M'Laughlin was frequently present and approved of the mode of giving religious 
instruction; she frequently heard the explanation given and the hymn sungf she~ heard the 
Protestant Scriptures read in the way witness has described them to have been used. 

Cross-examination. 

103. The Right Rev. Dr. Denvir .] Has the Gospel of St. John been read in your class? 
— Witness is sure it has. 

104. Was, for example, the 6th chapter read? — Is sure it was; every part of the New 
Testament except Revelations was read. Witness thought Revelations too difficult to be 
explained to the children. 

105. Was any explanation of the 6th chapter, or any other chapter given to all the 
children who, according to your testimony, were present? — Witness does not know 
(recollect) the 6th chapter; general questions only were asked on all the chapters; never 
entered upon doctrine at all ; kept strictly in accordance wilh the rules of the Board. 

[The above question was objected to by Mr. Bottomley.] 

106. When explanations of Scriptural passages, from both versions, were givc-n, did 
children of all denominations attend on the gallery ? — Yes ; of all denominations. 

[Witness here describes, as a specimen of her method of teaching, that if, suppose, the 
class were reading of a miracle, she would ask what was the miracle ; some child would 
give an account of it ; witness would then ask who performed it ; the children would say, 
God ; then, who is God, &c., 8tc.] 

107. Mr. Bottomley.'] Did you ever, in explaining any passage in the New Testament, or 
the Scripture Extracts, bring forward or refer to any points on which controversy among 
Christians exists ?— Never. In teaching the Scripture Extracts witness pursued the same 
plan as is adopted in the Model School, Dublin. 

[The foregoing evidence was read aloud in the presence of witness, who acknowledged 
its accuracy.] 



Miss Orr, being examined, deposes : 

Witness’s name is Anne Orr; is a Presbyterian ; wa3 appointed a national teacher about 
the year 1848, to Ballyhalbert National School; was trained, spring 1850; is first division 
of second class; was appointed principal teacher of this school 1st December 1849. There 
was always an assistant here since witness came to the school ; witness was absent only 
whilst in training, during ordinary vacations, and for the months of November, December 
and January last; during those three months just named, received no salary from the 
Board. Mrs. Todd took witness’s place during November and December, and Miss 
M‘Kinstrey during the month of January. 

88. F The 
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The average attendance at the school in April 1851, was 74. 

)f „ 1852, was 94. 

)} „ 1853, was 84. 

}J „ 1854, was 80. 

„ „ 1855, was 81. 

The only alteration in the time table in reference to religious instruction, that has been 
made since witness came here, is that from 10 to 11 on Saturdays is devoted to it. Saturday 
is the only day in which religious instruction is given from 10 to 11 ; the latter change took 
place at the time the Board’s circular relating to Rule 8 reached the school (about August 
1853 ), to give the children an opportunity of learning the hymns. The arrangements as to 
secular instruction have been altered from time to time. The gallery in which the religious 
instruction is given, is in the school-room. On Saturdays the school is formed into three 
classes, which are taught by witness and two monitresses ; this is the only time the 
monitresses take part in giving the religious instruction. On Saturdays the general instruc- 
tion commences at 11 o’clock. The children are assembling, washing, and clothing, from 
eight o’clock to half-past eight o’clock in the wash-room, where they are under the superin- 
tendence of a servant. Witness is occasionally present whilst the children are washing, &c., 
but it is not a part of her duty. It is, however, a part of Mrs. Todd’s duty to visit 
occasionally at this time. At half-past eight o’clock the bell rings and the children assemble 
in the school. Witness is the only teacher who is present during the religious instruction. 
Anne Burnett, the monitress, is permitted to remain at home until 10 o’clock. It is in the 
nailery the children all assemble. On Testament mornings (every alternate morning) the 
Douay version is given to the Catholics, and the authorised version to the Protestants. 
Protestants and Catholics sit indiscriminately in the gallery. In the portions of the 
Testament which are read, witness confines herself to the Gospels and Acts of the Apostles ; 
and the chapters from the first consecutively on. Witness then announces the chapter for 
the morning ; the Catholics open that chapter in their Douay Bibles, and the Protestants 
the same chapter in their authorised version ; the numbering of the chapters in the two 
versions corresponds. It is only the children of the second, third, and fourth classes that are 
provided with Testaments ; they sit on the top benches of the gallery, and read verse about 
aloud, so that the children who have not Testaments may hear. Witness does not herself 
read the chapter for the children. As the chapter is being read, witness examines them on 
the narrative of the chapter — not necessarily verse by verse — does not introduce any doctrinal 
point ; passes over any verse which witness knows is used to support doctrines peculiar to 
some church ; when the chapter is so finished, the children close their books, and the books 
are collected. If there be time, there is then a hymn sung ; the hymns are taken from the 
Board’s books ; witness never taught any other. A few minutes before the children rise 
from the gallery, there is a complete silence to give those an opportunity of reciting a mental 
prayer who choose ; and then the children retire to breakfast. 1 he teaching during this 
half hour is of a strictly non-sectarian character. W ltness’s teaching has no Presbyterian 
tendency. Witness thinks that a stranger to her could not discover what religion she is, 
from hearing her give a Testament lesson ; believes it to be quite possible for a Protestant 
to read to and. interrogate Roman-catholic children as she does, so as not to interfere in the 
least with their religion ; if Catholic teachers imitated witness, believes it possible that they 
could give a Testament lesson to Protestant children, without interfering with their religious 
principles. The Commandments taught the children are those published by the Board. 
The Scripture Extracts are used on alternate mornings; and the Scripture Extracts are given 
to the same children as on the previous morning may have had the Testament. In teaching 
the Scripture Extracts, witness asks the questions which are given at the end of each 
chapter; may say she always confines herself to those questions. The late Mrs. M'Laughhn 
was a constant visitor at the morning class, for about three years after witness first came to 
the school. When Mrs. M'Laughlin was present she always sat beside witness, and read 
from a Douay Testament as the class proceeded. Mrs. M'Laughlin heard witness interro- 
gate tlie- class, and never disapproved of any of her questions. Witness asked the questions 
in the usual way on such occasions; made no alteration on account of Mrs. McLaughlins 
presence. Witness does not recollect a clergymau of any denomination ever having been 
present during the religious instruction, and would have made no alteration in her mode of 
teaching had a clergyman been present. Witness, never to this day, received any com- 
plaints "from parents or guardians to the religious instruction which she has given in the 
school ; never received any objection orally or in writing from parents or guardians to this 
religious instruction ; had she received them, she would have felt it her duty to communi- 
cate such notices to the ladies’ committee- No child has ever been deprived by witness ot 
any of the advantages of secular instruction who would not attend upon the religious 
instruction. 

[The following extract is read by witness from the Ladies’ Visiting Book :] 

“Came to the school to-day at eight o’clock; found everything going on regularly ; the 
“ children most attentive to the Scripture Lesson. I am sorry to find that the ladies nave 
“ given orders that the Catholic children are not to attend the holiday in their church. 

** would keep (he children from the school for half an hour only. 

(signed) “ C. Laugldiu. 

“ 15 July .1850.” j n 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




INDUSTRIAL NATIONAL SCHOOL, BELFAST. 43 

In explanation of the above extract, witness states that the children, no matter what 
religious denomination they may belong to, are not allowed to go away from school during 
the day. When confirmation takes place the children are, however, allowed to go to their 
places of worship. ° 

[The following entry from the Visitors' Book, dated June 23d, 1851, is also read by 
witness:] J 

“ Found every department in the most perfect order ; Miss Thompson in the wash-house 
“ superintending the children. During the last week there were from 79 to 80 children. 

(signed) “ C. McLaughlin ” 

“ Mary Gilliland is a pupil here, and has attended the morning class. When witness 
returned to her duties in February last, Gilliland was not attending at eight o’clock • she 
was not coming till ten o’clock. Shortly after witness’s return (about a week) Giililand was 
appointed to the kitchen. Girls who are fit for kitchen work take it for a fortnight at a 
time. She was appointed by witness to the kitchen ; and during the time she was working 
in the Kitchen she did not attend the religious instruction. During this fortnight, those 
who have duty in it, are kept entirely in the kitchen. A short time after the fortnight had 
elapsed witness observed Gilliland in the gallery for religious instruction, and said to her 
“ Why are you here? I understood you were not to come till ten o’clock.” She did not 
at first reply. Witness asked her again by whom she was sent, and the child replied by 
her mother. Witness told her that they did not wish 10 compel her come, as her mother 
had made an objection, and the ladies had given her liberty to come at ten o’clock. She 
again replied, ** Her mother bade her.” The child remained that morning, and has come 
every morning since; she comes at present. Witness has several times spoken to her, and 
told her that she had liberty not to come till ten o’clock. The religious instruction tablet is 
invariably suspended, accoiding to the directions of the Board, whilst religious instruction 
is being given, and has always been so used. The 11th December 1854 was the last day 
Sosby was present. Witness was then absent, and knows nothing personally of the cir- 
cumstances of her removal. Recollects Mrs. M'Kenna coming to witness on Wednesday 
morning, the 25th April last. Mrs. M‘Kenna never spoke to witness of religious instruc- 
tion, nor never made an objection ; she came to say her child was sick, and to ask witness 
if “ she was not to come till ten o’clock, as the child had told her.” Witness had 
announced to all the children in the school, by direction of the committee, that any child 
whose parent or guardian objected to the morning exercises was at liberty to stay away 
until ten o’clock. Witness, in reply to the mother’s question, “ Why her child was not to 
come till ten o’clock,” told her that, although they did not wish it, yet, if she objected to 
the religious instruction, her child might stay away until ten o’clock. Witness, in reference 
to Mrs. M'Kenna’s evidence (see page 19), states that there was no mention of priests 
between them by either party. On Wednesday, the day the mother came, the child was 
absent on account of illness; on Thursday she was present, and Friday morning was the first 
morning, she. did not come. She has not been here since Friday morning, for witness sees 
her coming in with her own clothes on every morning ; she has the under-ciothing of the 
place, but wears her own dress over them. Those who are absent by permission, wear their 
own clothes ; no arrangements have yet been made for providing them with clothing. 
Witness never mentioned anything to Mis. M'Kenna about the breakfast or coming clean 
(see M'Kenna’s evidence, page 19); merely told her about ten o’clock. Witness wishes to 
say that, when Mrs. M'Kenna had spoken to her about the illness and absence of her child, 
witness asked her “ if she had any other communication to make,” and Mrs. M'Kenna 
replied that “ she had not.” Witness asked the last question of Mrs. M'Kenna, suspecting 
(as she knew her to be a Catholic) she might be coming to enter an objection to the reli- 
gious instruction. Witness had heard talk at the time of persons coming forward to make 
objections, and this talk had induced her to make the observation to Mrs. M'Kenna. 
This investigation commenced on the 26th April, and it was on the day previous that 
Mrs. M 'Kenna came. The sub-committee meet on Saturday ; this sub-committee manages the 
ordinary business of the school, and, if anything important happens, it lies over forthe monthly 
general meeting. Witness would have considered it her duty to have laid any objection 
to the religious instruction which had been made to her before the committee, the first that 
would meet; would expect to receive from this committee directions with regard to her con- 
duct in cases of the kind alluded to ; but from directions previously received, witness would 
allow any child whose parent or guardian made an objection to remain at home; refers, in 
relation to the directions previously received, to the minute of the 12th Febvuary. It would 
follow from this minute, that children whose parents or guardians had objected to the 
religious teaching would receive the benefits of the institution from ten o’clock to the close 
of tile day. Witness has had greater difficulty in maintaining order and discipline in the 
school of late than she ever had before. Previously to leaving in November, she 
first saw symptoms of this insubordination ; she found little girls, who had formerly been 
very obedient and attentive, become most unruly, and rude in their manners ; and, on 
making inquiries of the children who were not insubordinate, witness learned that they were 
receiving instructions elsewhere not to obey her. Girls who were told to do anything, 
would require to be told a second and third time, before they would do it; and these girls 
were formerly most obedient. Witness’s impression is, that the children became insubor- 
dinate in this way because they had received instructions elsewhere ; she had heard that 
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they were questioned in the chapel school by their teachers there ; that they had been 
questioned most closely there ; and the confidence of the children in her appeared to be 
shaken. This conduct prevails up to the present time. The principles of reward prevails 
here rather than that of punishment ; it is not the practice of the school to resort to phy- 
sical punishment ; there is no direct rule against it, but witness does not like to resort to it. 
The committee agrees with witness in her treatment of the children in this respect. Pre- 
viously to October, the system of discipline which prevails in the school was more effective, 
as conducive to order, than it is now. There is a diminution in the harmony which pre- 
vailed amongst the children of different denominations; considerable harmony did not 
always prevail ; there is such a state of feeling between the children of the different deno- 
minations, that many cases of quarrel, on religious grounds, came to the notice of witness. 
This prevailed before, but not to the same extent. 

[The Judgment Book is here produced, in which there are five degrees of character 
recorded by the monitresses of the children: 1, bad; 2, middling; 3, good; 4, very 
good; and 5, excellent*.] 

"Witness never advises any of her pupils to go to prayer-meetings, either here or elsewhere, 
unless to their own Sunday-schools, or their own places of worship. 



Sixth Dav, Monday, 7th May 1855. 



Miss Orr, being further examined, deposes : 

A book called the “ Black Book ” is produced by witness, in which are entered the names 
of the worst offenders, almost exclusively of those who strike or fight with other girls. The 
following are the entries in the book since July last, and those marked with an asterisk are 
Roman-catholics : 



July 

August 24th - 
„ 25th - 
October 
February 
March 10 th - 
„ 13th - 



Mary Lavel. 

Amelia Grenly. 
Sarah Mercer. 

Sarah J. M'Connell. 
Amelia Grenly. 
•Mary Gilliland. 

*M. A. Marmion. 



Witness states that children of one denomination are as well-behaved as those of another, 
but some Roman-catholic children who were formerly well-behaved, are not so now. 
Gilliland and M. A. Marmion, both Roman-catholics, are girls who were formerly well- 
behaved, and who now appear on the black list. M. A. Marmion, in May 1854, got the 
premium for good conduct from Mrs. Bruce, as awarded- by the children themselves. 
Gilliland, who is still in the school, is daughter of the witness of the same name, and the 
girl to whom she referred. The children are here from eight o’clock, a.m., until they 
leave in the evening, at six in summer, and dusk in winter. The effect of allowing children 
to come at eight o’clock in the morning with the rest, to be washed and clothed, but then 
to be permitted to retire to the play-ground, during the half-hour for religious instruction, 
would, in the opinion of witness, be to give her a great deal of trouble, and tend to dis- 
order ; another effect of it would be, that some children whose parents desire them to 
receive the religious instruction, would he tempted to scheme to join those who were idle or 
at play. The noise of those at play would disturb the children at religious instruction, and 
it would not be easy to keep them orderly. Permitting the children whose parents or 
guardians have objected to religious instruction to play during the half-hour, would have an 
injurious effect upon their moral character. If the privilege of coming at ten o’clock were 
extensively availed of, it would tend very much to irregularity and untidiness, as well as to 
create a party spirit amongst the children. At a glance, it would be seen by their dress 
who were coming at eight o’clock and who at ten o’clock ; and by this a religious distinc- 
tion would be forced on the aspect of the school, when the object is to avoid all religious 
distinction being pointed out. On Sunday, each party is sent to her own chapel school, or 
place of worship. 



Cross-examination . 

108. Right Rev. Dr. Denvir.'] Do all the Catholic children hear the authorised version 
when read, and do all the Protestants hear the Douay? — Of course, as they read verse 
about. 

109. When the sixth chapter of St. John’s Gospel was read, did you explain the meaning 
of any part of it ? — Witness may have questioned on some part of it, but is quite certain that 
she has not questioned on any disputed point arising out of a verse. 



* The examination of this book did not show any difference in. the conduct of Catholics as compare 
with Protestants ; the conduct of all the children, as recorded, was generally rather good than, 
otherwise. 
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110 . Is it not a matter of necessity, that, according to the regulations of the school, the 
children of objecting parents were more liable than others to wear the cap of disgrace, and 
the blue frock, when they were used ? — It is not ; the cap and blue frock are only for those 
who come late, whose parents have not objected. 

111 . Is it not a reason for parents not to object, that their children should get no break- 
fast, provided they are absent from religious instruction? — Witness cannot tell the reasons 
parents may have. 

112 . Is it not likely that parents may be reluctantly induced to avoid objecting against 
religious instruction, lest their children should be deprived of their breakfast, or be compelled 
to wear the cap ? — Cannot answer for the parents at all ; but they do not wear the cap. 

113. When did the cap cease to be used for the children of objecting parents ; and was 
it ever used for any of them? — It never was used for the children of objecting parents. 

114. If an hour after ten were selected lor religious instruction, could not Catholic 
children be guarded against violations of good order, without insisting upon their attendance 
at such instruction ? — It would be an unwarrantable interference with the time of the school 
to alter the present plan. 

115. Are you acquainted with the rules of the National Board? — Yes. 

110 . Is it not one of these rules that no child, whose parents or guardians object to any 
religious instruction, should be compelled to be present thereat by any patron or manager 
of a school ? — Yes. 

117. Are not some of the children of this school liable to be deprived of some of the 
benefits afforded by it, in case they do not attend religious instruction objected to by 
parents and guardians? — Of none of the benefits which the Board affords. 

118. Are such deprived of the breakfast given to those who attend the religious instruc- 
tion ? — They cannot get the breakfast when they do not come in time ; they come to the 
secular instruction. 

119. Do all the Catholic children, without exception, attend the chapel and Sunday- 
school, and by whom are they conducted thither? — All who come here attend, and they are 
conducted by two of the elder girls. One child lodges in the establishment ; there are some 
children (five or six, cannot well say how many,) who have lodgings provided for them 
.outside the establishment. 

120. Is it quite certain that all the Catholic children who lodge in this establishment, or 
in lodgings provided by the committee, are conducted to the chapel and school on Sundays ? 
— Those who are here, are always sent to the chapel. Many of the Catholics and Protes- 
tants absent themselves on Sundays. 

121 . Are any ineans taken to insure the presence here, on Sundays, of the Catholic extern 
•lodgers, that they may be conducted to the chapel and school? — Just the same measures as 
with Protestants ; they do not get their clean clothes, if they do not come. To the know- 
ledge of witness the lodgers are always here on Sabbath. 

122 . Is the girl who lodges in this house a Catholic, and is she sent to the Sunday-school 
.and the chapel — her name? — She is a Catholic — her name is M. A. Marmion. 

123. If parents or guardians, in order to secure breakfast for their children, should avoid 
■objecting to religious instruction, would such children, on their arrival at ten o’clock, be 
•obliged to wear the cap of disgrace, and the blue frock? — Of course, if the parent did not 
■object — as it would be understood that they should have come at the early hour. 

124. Are the same religious instructions given to Catholics and Protestants, indiscrimi- 
nately, at ten o’clock on Saturdays ? — Yes; except to the children of objectors. 

[The foregoing evidence was read aloud in the presence of witness, who acknowledged its 
•.accuracy.] 



Mrs. Todd, being examined, deposes : 

Was never in the service of the National Board until she came here ; appointed matron 
•and assistant teacher in August 1851 ; never was examined at any of the public examina- 
tions of teachers ; is not classed ; has charge of the food and clothing ; superintends the 
industrial part of the work of the school ; occasionally assists in the literary business when 
there is want of a teacher; during the months of November and December had the prin- 
cipal charge of the school, assisted by two paid monitresses ; this was during the absence of 
Miss Orr; in January was relieved from this duty by the arrival of Miss M'Kinstrey; then 
resumed her position as matron and assistant teacher. During the two months witness had 
•the principal charge, she conducted the religious exercises in the morning ; during January 
the religious classes were managed by Miss M'Kinstrey. Witness did not keep the public 
documents of the school during the two months she had charge ; they were kept by Anne 
Burnett, the monitress. Mary M'Clusky was the second monitress. Knows about Mary 
Sullivan ; it was to witness that John Hayes came. Witness made a memorandum for her- 
self at the time the affair occurred, to which she now refers. Hayes did not tell witness his 
name; told her his relation to the child. 

[Witness then, referring to the memorandum, relates as follows : — ] 

Two men came one morning, in the first week in January, before breakfast, between half- 
past eight o'clock and nine o'clock ; said it was a play-day with them, and just called to see 
the school, as they heard so much about it. One of them said he was uncle to M. Sullivan, 
and asked what kind of a child she was. Witness told him she was just a middling child ; 
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she was troublesome sometimes, and often late; by this meant the child was late at eio-ht 
o’clock, a.m. Hayes asked if the children got any religious instruction; witness told him 
they did— that they got half an hour every morning ; that they read the New Testament 
one morning, and the Scripture Extracts the next ; and that the Roman-catholic children 
got the Douay version. Hayes made no objection, nor no reply. One said to the other 
“ I suppose we may go now. Good morning.” Witness was present the day Hayes gave’ 
his evidence; is quite certain that he never said anything about the child being brought 
up a Catholic, as both father and mother were Catholics.” He only asked about the 
religious instruction, and made no observation or suggestion in relation to it. He did not 
tell witness (as he states— see page 15) not to meddle with the child’s religion at all. As 
Hayes made no objection, it was not necessary for witness to have said, “ that there was 
but the one rule of the place, and that those who did not comply with that rule could not 
be here.” It was with Miss M ‘Kins trey the affair about the stairs and the coming down 
to the committee-room occurred. Witness recollects Mrs. Gilliland coming here, and con- 
versing about the religion of her child. She came, and said the bishop had desired her to 
come and tell witness not to read the Scriptures to the Roman-catholic children. Witness 
told her that she must come and speak to the committee, as she (witness) could make no 
change in the rules. Mrs. Gilliland then went away (does not remember the date) and 
came back to the committee. Witness was not present at the committee. After the Com- 
mittee had given her liberty to stay away until ten o’clock, she so remained away for some 
time; is not sure of the time she so remained away. She then attended in the kitchen for 
a fortnight, and has since come to the religious instruction in the morning. Her mother 
gave notice to the committee, last Saturday, that she would leave in a month ; they generally 
give a month’s notice previously to leaving the school. Witness did not tell the child 
(Gilliland) that “ if she did not come at eight o’clock, she should stay at home altooether.” 
Gilliland has been here upwards of two years. The child was here this morning. 
Recollects Mrs. Sosby comiug to school, and asking to have her child’s religion changed 
in the register. Witness told her she could do nothing in the case, but desired her to come 
to the committee. Witness was directed by the committee to tell the child (on the evening 
of the day the committee had decided on not changing the registration) not to come any 
more ; gave the child her bread, and told her as directed. It was on the llth of December 
the child left. Remembers Rose M‘ Carroll ; has a memorandum of Rose M ‘Carroll’s visit 
on April 23d. Mrs. M'Carroll came to say that Priest M'Auley sent for her on Sunday, and 
desired her lo come here and say that no religious instruction was to be given to her 
daughter. She said that Mr. M‘Auley had told her to come last winter, hut she did not 
come till sent for by Mr. M'Auley a second time. This is all that passed ; witness took a 
note of it at the time; is certain that nothing passed except what witness has already told: 
did not say to M'Carroll, “ her child should bp taken out of the school;” M'Carroll said 
nothing to witness about “ not giving her child any more religious instruction.” Biddy 
Pendis, a pupil of the school, brought witness a note, written in pencil and unsigned ; 
witness has not got the note ; it ran as follows 

1 he guardians of Biddy Pendis desire that no religious instruction be imparted to her 
‘ in Frederick-streef. School.” 

The child said the note was given to her by Mr. M'Auley ; witness gave the note that 
day to Mrs. Bruce ; did not heed the prayer which the note contained; got a communica- 
tion from the committee, telling her to take no notice of such notes, i.e., notes from priests ; 
this happened about the 13th December. 

Cross-examination. 

125. Right Rev. Dr. Denvir.] Did John Hayes never object against religious instruction 
being given to Ins niece, ^Sullivan ?— He said nothing about it to witness ; was not present 
at the committee when Sullivan’s case was under discussion. 

12 G. Who was teaching the school on the 2 d January ?— Miss M'Kinstrey. 

127- Rid Hayes converse on that day with any person here but yourself, when he came 
with Iwigg ? — No ; with no other person except herself. 

^■28. Huve you ever learned that Miss M'Kinstrey apprized the committee, when con- 
si deung Sullivans case, that when a parent or guardian objected to religious instruction, 
the rule of the National Board required such objection to be attended to?— Knows nothing 
about what took place at the committee. 

129. If, then, Hayes did not object to the religious instruction to you, and conversed 
with no other person in the house, how could Miss M'Kinstrey warn the committee of a 
breach of the National Boaid’s rule ?— Cannot tell. 

130. Is there a child in the school named Stothars?— Yes, Margaret Stothars. 

131. Ditl her brother, her only relation, object to the religious instruction ? — Not to 
witness ; never heard of an objection to any body else. 

132. According to the regulations of the committee, will not the child Gilliland get 
clothes at her departure, after the end of a month, if she attends to all rules, including that 
regarding religious instruction ? — She was told, last Saturday, she would get the suit of 
clothes. 

133. If she. does not attend the religious instruction will she get the clothes ? — Witness 
thinks so. Mrs. Bruce told witness she would get the clothes. 

134. Did Mrs. Bruce say she would get the clothes, even were she not to attend the 
religious instruction? — She did not say anything about religious instruction to witness. 

135. Mr. 
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135. Mr. Bottomley.'] In reference to question No. 132, is there anything on the rules 
relative to clothes being given on condition of attending religious instruction ? — Witness 
thinks not. 

[The 9th and lltli rules of the school (see Seventh Report of school, page 31) are 
referred to by Mr. Bottomley as relating to the last four questions.] 

[The foregoing evidence was read aloud for witness, who acknowledged its accuracy.] 

[Mr. Bottomley here states, that the Rev. Mr. M'Auley admitted to him that he had 
sent M'Carroll to make the objection, as stated by her.] 



Mrs. Mary M‘ Veigh, being examined, deposes: 

Witness has a child at this school ; has had two other children here ; witness’s first child 
came here the second week after the school opened ; witness is a Roman-catholic ; has 
been very well satisfied with the school and the education her children have got; witness 
never saw anything but what was correct towards her children in the school; witness’s 
children are Catholics ; has not heard of any interference with the religion of her children, 
neither by teachers nor ladies. Her child comes here on Sunday, and gets her breakfast 
and her clothes, and is then sent to chapel with the other girls of the school ; she also goes 
to the chapel Sunday-school. Knows a girl called M. Marmion; she came to ihe chapel 
for the three or four months she was living with witness ; it is past four years since she left 
witness; hears that she goes to chapel still; hears this from her own child. It is at 
witness’s own desire that she comes here to give this testimony, as she is anxious to give 
her good opinion of the school ; is grateful to the ladies for what they have done for her 
children. Witness heard there was a “ contest” about religion amongst other children ; but 
nothing ever occurred in relation to her own. 

Cross-examination. 

136. Right Rev. Dr. Denvir.'] — What was the nature of the religious interference that 
you heard of, but not practised in the case of your own children? Tell the inspectors all 
about this interference? — Heard the people about her own place say it was in the papers ; 
heard no more of it. 

137. How long ago is it since you heard the people say it was in the papers ? — Abcut a 
week ago. 

138. State the name of any person who told you this was in the papers ? — I could not. 
I heard a woman in a public-house say it; it was the woman of the house. 

139. Did you ever hear your child' saying, that Mary Anne Marmion was by any one 
induced to go to church ? — Witness did not. 

[The foregoing evidence was read aloud in the presence of witness, who acknowledged 
its accuracy.] 

[Although the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir refuses to enter upon the case of the girl who was 
said to have been tampered with (see the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir’s reasons for not entering 
on this case, pages 14 and 22 ), Mr. Bottomley demands that a statement of the facts of the 
case, written and subscribed to by Miss Ireland, should be placed on record with the other 
minutes of evidence. 

Miss Ireland’s statement is permitted to be made, and is as follows : — ] 

Having been specially accused of proselytism, in connexion with the child Mary Anne 
Marmion, referred to in Third Report, page 11, I beg to place on record some facts of this 
child's history, of which I have been peculiarly cognizant. 

The following is an extract from the Third Report, page 11, (26th March 1850): — 

“ A singular affair, in which a child of six years old became an object of speculation to a 
“ drunken woman, in no way related to her, has awakened the attention of the committee 
“ to this subject. The facts were these: the mother of a child in school, who had lost her 
“ husband in cholera last summer, died lately in a state of extreme poverty. A woman 
“ who had shared her lodging, wished to retain the little girl, and a boy somewhat older — 
■** the sole surviving children. This did not seem strange at first, as it was thought to pro- 
“ ceed from a hope of procuring some remuneration for lodging them. The habits of the 
“ woman put this out of the question ; but the children were told that some means would 
“ be taken to provide for the little girl. Both boy and girl disappeared immediately after 
“ this proposal. Some members of committee weie determined to ascertain what had 
“ become of these children ; but five visits were paid, and a strict investigation threatened, 

“ before they were restored. A respectable person in the neighbourhood stated, that from 

“ that particular locality, numbers of children, after skulking about all day idle, were taken 
“ out in the evening to beg at the doors of places of public resort; and we have no doubt 
« that those who take them for this purpose will teach them to steal also, should an oppor- 
« tunity offer. That such was the training meant for these children we cannot doubt ; and 
« we feel happy to add, that for the present the little girl has been rescued, and is now a 

« healthy and happy pupil in the school, and that the boy is employed in a spinning 

M factory.” 
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J n c »”‘i"uation of the printed account, I go on to say, that no relative appearing to 
offer even the shelter of a roof, the child was provided by the committee with a Ud<nne° as 
well as food, clothing, and education. Thus carefully watched over, even the physical 
change in her appearance was most remarkable, and was noticed by the weekly visitors with 
mueh gratification. J 

I cannot exactly specify the time when I first heard of the woman named Bell claiming 
to he the girl s aunt ; but the circumstance was conveyed to me, with the information that 
this person had dragged her forcibly from her lodging on a Sunday, and on the Wednesday 
following, when the news reached me, nothing mor e was known. Conjecturino- the woman, 
to be the same who had formerly sent the child to beg on the street, no time was lost in 
commencing a rigorous search for her, and in consequence, I believe, was allowed to return 
to the school, the supposed aunt never coming forward either to assert relationship or to 
account for her strange conduct. Meantime, at her return, Mary Anne declared that she 
was sure the vyoman was not her aunt, having never seen her in her mother’s life-time - and 
in this assemon she has always persisted. Whatever title to relationship Mrs. Bell 
possessed she allowed it again to lie dormant till the autumn of 1854, when I was informed 
that she had coaxed the child away with a promise of money, had detained her forcibly all 
night, and it was only by leaving her bonnet that she was able to escape next morning 
Believing that my former interference had saved the child from some persecution, I now 
went with her to Mrs. Bell. I was by this woman addressed as if I had been the child’s 
greatest enemy, and was witness to such an outbreak of violent temper, as convinced me 
t..at no tie of kindred could make such a woman a suitable guardian to the little girl. A 
ten- days after this, two policemen were sent by a magistrate, before whom this woman had 
gone to make affidavit of relationship. Among other things, she had asserted that the <nrl 
was detained in school against her inclination; this the policemen learned from herself to 
be untrue, and the magistrate refused to act in the matter. Another week or two passed, 
and then came an atiorney s letter, pre-dated three months. In this the Secretary of the 
Industrial School was desired to give up the girl Marmion to Margaret Bell, the nearest 
maternal relative. Believing that uo gentleman could have written this letter, if cognizant 
ot the real circumstances, I took no notice of it. 

Such was the precise state of affairs when Mary Anne Marmion was hired by Mrs. Carley, 
I he committee were glad to secure a home for her farther from her persecutor ; and as she 
spent a month in school alter she was engaged, while making her clothes, nothing can be 
more untrue than that there was any secrecy about her removal. 

Such is the history of the maternal relative, of whom we heard nothing further till her 
name appeared m Dr. Denvirt statement. The child left the school in the early part of 
November last; and a week before Christmas, a man whom she had never seen came armed 
with another attorneys letter to Mr. Carley, commanding that gentleman, under hiuh 
penalties, to give up the girl to the bearer, Patrick Marmion, her paternal uncle. 

Not choosing to give the child into the hands of an entire stranger, whom she had never 
before seen, Mr. Carley preferred sending her back to the school, where, at her own earnest 
request, she has smce remained ; and we stand threatened with a suit in Chancery and other 
pains aud penalties for the crime of affording food and shelter to a child whose relatives, 
after deserting her for five years, evince their newly-awakened affection by endeavouring to 
punish those who, during their desertion, were the means of saving her lrom beggary and 
crime. 0 os j 

The charge of proselytism brought personally against myself, is simply without founda- 
tion. Let those who accuse me specify their accusations. 

a i° s « ned . b y M!ss Mand, referring to the relationship of 
the claimants to the child M. A. Marmion, is handed in : ] “ 

Margaret Bell (pretended aunt) claiming to be sister to the child’s mother, did not know 
this mother s name. She also declared that Patrick Marmion was making a false claim. 
Patrick Marmion (supposed uncle) brought no proof of kindred. A note from Mr. 
M Cartan, R.c.c., stated that lie knew Patrick Marmion, and believed E. M., the child’s 
father, to be his brother. Ihe girl s brother admitted to the ladies that lie had never seen 
this uncle tdl sent for by Dr. Denvir. Marmion admitted this meeting at Dr. Denvir's 
house ; and further, that his first moving in the affair was through Mr. O’Rourke. 

[The following is a copy of a paper signed by Marmion’s uncle : ] 

“ I am satisfied that the committee of ladies I have seen to-day in the industrial school 
are quite willing for me to take my niece, Mary Anne Marmion, home to my own home, if 
she was willing to go with me, which she is uot willing to do at present; and permit me 
to call and see her when I come to town at my leisure. 



“ 6 January 1855. 



(signed) “ Patrick Marmion. 

“ Harriet M‘ Lotighlin- 
“ C. Smith.” 



[The Right Reverend Dr. Denvir refuses to cross-examine Miss Ireland in relation to the 
preceding statement. 
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The Eight Reverend Dr. Denvir here intimates that he had prepared a written statement 
which he intend! d to hand in ; but that in consequence of the nature of the evidence which 
was this day presented novel to him, he should have to make considerable alterations in 
his statement, and therefore refrains from producing it. 

Mr. Bottomley intimates that he will protest against this inquiiy barbs- been ever insti- 
tuted; and that he will address his protest to his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, and also 
to the Board of National Education.] 



(3894-55-) 

6 . Application from Mr. Bottomley for. a Copy of Inspectors’ Report, and 
Minutes of Evidence. 

Sir, Belfast, 28 May 1855. 

I understand that the Report of Inspectors appointed by the Board of 
National Education to investigate the truth of certain charges made by the 
Right Rev. Dr. Denvir against the Ladies’ Industrial National School for Girls, 
Frederick-street, Belfast, has been presented to the Board, together -with the 
Evidence taken at that investigation. Having been requested by the ladies’ 
committee of the school to conduct the case on their behalf, I beg to state that 
the committee are anxious to obtain a copy of the Inspectors’ Report and of the 
evidence, and I shall be obliged by your informing me if the Board will give 
them a copy of these documents. 

I have, &c. 

The Secretary to the (signed) W. Bottomley. 

Board of National Education, Dublin. 



(3894-55-) 

7. — Letter to Mr. Bottomley , in reply to No. 6. 

(B. O. 6 .— 6 .— 55 .) 

Frederick-street National School, Belfast. 

Sir, Education Office, 12 June 1855. 

We have laid before the Commissioners of National Education your letter of 
the 28th ultimo, requesting on behalf of the committee of the above school to be 
furnished with a copy of the Inspectors’ Report of the investigation into the 
charges brought against the school by the Right Rev. Dr. Denvir, and also a 
copy of the evidence taken at that investigation. 

We are directed to state, in reply, that it is contrary to the practice of the 
Commissioners to furnish copies of documents of the nature referred to, which 
are invariably regarded as confidential. Your request is therefore declined. 

We are, &c. 

W. Bottomley, Esq. (signed) Maurice Cross. 

Belfast. James Kelly. 



(B. O. 5 .— 10.-55-) 

8 . — Copy of Letter to Miss Ireland, conveying Decision of Board on the 
Charges preferred against the Frederick-street Lancasterian Industrial National 
School, Belfast. 

Madam Education Office, 5 October 1855. 

We have laid before the Commissioners of National Education the Report of 
Messrs. Keenan & Patterson, head and district inspectors, on the charges preferred 
by the Right Rev. Bishop Denvir, against the system of management ot the 
Frederick street National Industrial School, Belfast, together with the minutes 
of evidence taken at inquiry. 1 

88 . G Mter 
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After a careful examination of the evidence, the Commissioners are of opinion 
that, in the management of the school, the committee were not influenced by 
any desire to convert the Romah-catholic pupils attending it to the Protestant 
faiih, aDd were sincerely anxious to avoid even the suspicion of proaelytism. 

The Commissioners, however, are equally convinced that the fundamental rule 
of the institution, as interpreted by the committee themselves, and by them 
carried out in practice up to the 12th of February last, was totally at variance 
with the spirit and rules of the national system of education, and calculated 
to create in the minds of Roman catholics a suspicion of undue interference 
with the religious opinions of the children, and to afford, therefore, just grounds 
of complaint. 

The Commissioners understand, that according to the fundamental rule referred 
to, and which continued in force up to the 12th of February last, no child was 
permitted to attend the secular instruction commencing at 10 o’clock in the 
morning, who had not previously attended the religious instruction given at half- 
past eight o’clock. 

The Commissioners, however, observe with satisfaction that the committee 
(some of the parents of the children having objected to the rule in question) 
rescinded it on the 12th of February. But with a view to the future manage- 
ment of the school, and to secure it a general acceptance with all denominations, 
the Commissioners earnestly recommend that the three following suggestions be 
adopted: — 

1st. That it shall not only not be compulsory on the Roman- catholic children 
to attend any religious instruction given in the school, but that no inducement 
whatsoever shall be held out to them to do so, or any practice retained which 
may be open to the imputation of being so intended, and that should any of the 
children decline such attendance, they shall nevertheless he freely admitted to 
the ordinary instruction given in the school, and to all other secular benefits 
conferred by it. 

In connexion with this suggestion, we are directed to call the particular 
attention of the committee to the following extracts from the Rules of the Com- 
missioners, bearing upon the subject of religious instruction. 

Part I., Sec. IV., Rule 2. — Religious instruction must be so arranged that 
each school shall be open to children of all communions ; that due 
regard be had to parental right and authority ; that, accordingly, no child 
be compelled to receive, or to be present at, any religious instruction of 
which his parents or guardians disapprove ; and that the time for giving 
it be so fixed that no child shall be thereby, in effect, excluded, directly 
or indirectly, from the other advantages which the school affords. 

Part I., Sec. IV., Rule 15. — Patrons, managers, and teachers are not to use 
any means, directly or indirectly, to induce children to attend any 
religious instruction contrary to the wishes of their parents or guardians. 
The Commissioners will regard such interference as opposed to the whole 
spirit of the system of national education. 

2d. That the parent or guardian of any child shall not be concluded, by any 
prior act or registry, as deprived of the right of exercising full control over the 
religious instruction to be given to his or her child or ward. 

3d. That the rule enforcing the necessity of the children remaining the whole 
of the ordinary school hours uninterruptedly in the school shall be relaxed, so as 
to permit children of all denominations to attend Divine service and religious 
instruction on any day of religious observance prescribed by the churches to 
which they respectively belong. 

We have, &c. 

(signed) Maurice Cross, 

James Kelly, 

Miss Ireland, Belfast. Secretaries. 
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INDUSTRIAL NATIONAL SCHOOL, BELFAST. 51 

(8231-55.) 

— Letter from Miss Ireland, remonstrating against the Decision of the Board. 

Lancasterian Industrial School, 

(jrentlemen, Frederick-street, Belfast, November 1855. 

Having placed your official letter of October 5th before the committee of the 
above school, I am directed to express their regret that, while exonerating them 
“from any desire to convert the Roman-catholic children to the Protestant faith, 
and expressing their belief that the committee have been sincerely anxious to 
avoid even the suspicion of proselytism,” the Commissioners have yet deemed it 
necessary to accompany their decision with cautions and suggestions which 
indicate the reverse, namely, that our intentions towards the community are still 
to be continued suspicious in regard to religious interference. 

Viewing this with the facts patent at the investigation, that the proof of com- 
pulsory reading entirely failed, and that the charge of proselytism was so utterly 
groundless, that no attempt was made to sustain it, the Committee feel deeply 
hurt that it has not been distinctly stated by the Board that none of the charges 
had been substantiated. 

After a careful re-perusal of the printed rules for making application for aid 
to the Board of Education, the committee, with all due respect to the expressed 
opinion of the Commissioners, beg to say that they cannot consider their funda- 
mental rule, as carried out in practice up to the 12th February last, at variance 
with the system of national education. 

In the rules referred to, it is expressly stated that patrons have the right of 
appointing religious instruction, subject to certain restrictions, which restrictions 
the committee believe all resolvable into this, that deference shall be paid to the 
wishes of parents and guardians. 

Before entering into further vindication of their past course, the committee 
wish to draw the attention of the Commissioners to a few points, in which the 
Frederick-street differs from other national schools. 

1st. The long hours in the establishment, from eight o’clock, a. m., till 
six p. m, in summer, and four in winter. 

2d. The provision made by voluntary subscription, for the entire support of 
the children, rendering the institution a boarding as well as a day school, and 
only in the latter department a national school. 

The committee remark further, that the long hours were adopted for the 
purpose of removing from street begging and other temptations, children whose 
parents are not sufficiently careful of their morals ; and ample time being thus 
given, religious instruction was considered a part of daily routine which was 
altogether indispensable. The variety of sects in the committee, and also 
among the poor for whom the school was intended, rendered this instruction a 
matter for serious deliberation, and in order to secure cordial co-operation, 
especially with Roman-catholics, the following means were adopted : 

1st. In organizing the school in 1847, the Roman -catholic members of com- 
mittee were particularly consulted ; and at a special meeting held for the 
purpose, the suggestions and modifications of these ladies relative to the children 
of their own communion, were received and adopted. 

2d. When some time after joining the National Board, a Roman-catholic 
member of committee proposed that the children should all read together in the 
Scripture Lesson, a written guide defining a certain course of instruction was 
submitted to the general committee, and a special copy placed in the hands of 
the above lady during an entire month. Being then approved of by all, it was 
given to the teacher for her direction. 

3d. The morning Scripture Lesson, as part of the daily routine, has always 
been specially mentioned to each parent or guardian on receiving a pupil into 
school. 

Besides all this, the committee courted publicity by inviting the visits of all 
parties, and as a natural consequence of joining the National Board, transmitted 
to the Commissioners the first report of the school, containing the fundamental 
rule now said to be at variance with the spirit and rules of the National 
Board. 

88 . . g 2 The 
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The committee observe further, that the plan thus carefully elaborated and 
carried out in a spirit of cordiality among persons of all religious opinions, was 
pursued for seven years, without any objection being made by either parent or 
guardian, and as soon as such an objection seemed probable, the rule was 
modified as far as it was believed it could be done, without injury to the discipline 
of the establishment. 

By the rule thus modified and now approved by the Commissioners, the 
committee have since been guided, continuing the Scripture reading at an hour 
when no teaching, secular or industrial, is in progress, and when no disturbance 
to the lesson can be given by those who may not wish to join in the reading. 

Having thus explained some features of the industrial school, in which it 
differs fiom common day schools, the committee go on to state, in reference to 
the first suggestion of the Commissioners, that it never was compulsory on the 
Roman-catholics to attend the religious instruction, and no inducement what- 
soever has heen held out to them for this purpose. If the Commissioners, as the 
suggestion seems to intimate, require a rule exclusively for conferring privileges 
on the Roman-catholic pupils, the committee beg to say, that they have always 
considered equality, not ascendency, the system of national education ; and 
believing in the wisdom and justice of this equality, they have been glad to 
strengthen their own judgment by that of the National Board. Moreover, the 
suggestion gives to the children themselves the power of objecting ; a new, and, 
as it seems to the committee, a very injudicious principle; one which, if acted 
upon, would entirely ruin the industrial school. 

In regard to the second suggestion, the committee remark, that the wishes of 
parents and guardians have ever been respected, and will continue to be so in 
the registry, as far as relates to the Scripture reading ; but it must be obvious 
that for the committee to sanction the change of the registry from Protestant to 
Catholic, or vice versd, would open a door to proselytism, and subject the com- 
mittee to endless suspicions, imputations, and controversies. 

The third suggestion of the Commissioners respecting days set apart for 
religious observances, the committee wish to concede, but not so as to interrupt 
the course of secular instruction. To do so would involve more difficulty than 
may appear to those unacquainted with the working of the school. 

Some years since, and when it was believed that the rules of the National 
Board prohibited all such interruption, the Roman- catholic children, by private 
arrangement of a few zealous members of their own communion, on some occa- 
sions left school to attend chapel, without any permission from the committee. 

Several girls thus indulged being found about the streets after leaving school, 
under pretence of going to chapel, and becoming more than usually bold and 
disobedient to their teachers, the committee were compelled to notice the cir- 
cumstance, and to make a decided stand against any extern influence what- 
soever. 

A recent affair, though not bearing on the question of religion, may elucidate 
to the Commissioners the difficulties which must attend any irregularity in this 
most important and troublesome school. 

During the present autumn, a very nefarious theft was committed by a child 
of nine years old, towards whom the discipline was relaxed so as to allow her 
to visit her sick mother occasionally in the forenoon ; and, of course, while 
wearing the school clothing. 

Children, some of whom are capable of thus abusing a privilege, never can be 
permitted to leave the school during the day ; but if parents choose to keep 
them at home for days of religious observance, no objection will be made to 
their doing so. 

It must be manifest, however, that to place an unlimited and unrestricted 
power of interrupting the business of the establishment in the hands of any 
authority, extern to the committee, would seriously interfere with its discipline, 
and if abused, would destroy its usefulness, while it would operate as a continued 
motive to proselytize on the minds of the children themselves, presenting a 
strong temptation to enrol themselves as members of whatever denomination 
would secure the largest number of holidays. 

Before closing, the committee wish to refer to a most extraordinary mistake in 
the Report of the Erederick-street School, made by the district inspector in 
1851, and published in the National Board Report for that year. It is here 

alluded 
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alluded to, because it is understood to have been brought into notice before the 
Commissioners. 

In this mis-statement, broth and meat are mentioned as the dinner for Friday, 
and the committee affirm, without reservation, that since the school commenced, 
neither broth nor meat was ever given or offered to the children on a Friday. 
Broth and meat are given twice a week, and in order to secure to the Roman- 
catholics their full share in the variety of nourishment, the meat days have been 
arranged, peculiarly with a view to avoid their days of abstinence. 

Thursdays and Saturdays are the days on which broth is usually given. 
During Lent, Tuesdays and Thursdays ; and last year a similar arrangement was 
made by request of a Roman-catholic member of committee for some weeks 
before Christmas. 

The committee are sorry to remark in conclusion, that the Commissioners 
have made no decision whatever on the false and unfounded charge brought 
against them respecting one particular case, which not only was not proved, .but 
which was disproved in every point, by unimpeached and unimpeachable 
authority. 

Further, as an amendment to this letter, and in the name of both committee 
and subscribers, I am instructed to protest, — 

1st. Against the course pursued by the inspectors at the investigation, in 
sanctioning the prosecutor in the endeavour to substantiate a charge made 
2d February, by facts said to have occurred during the last week of April. 

2d. Against the prosecutor being permitted to withdraw the only specific case 
named in the indictment, while sustaining the other charges by such very question- 
able evidence. 



3d. To protest especially against the action of the Commissioners, in allowing 
one of their number, after bringing charges in Dublin against the committee, to 
conduct the investigation as prosecutor here ; and finally, to be present (as the 
committee and subscribers have been informed) at several meetings of the Board, 
convened to deliberate on this case. 



Maurice Cross,) 
James Kelly, J 



Esquires. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Mary Ireland. 



10. — Letter to Miss Ireland , in reply to No. 9. 

(B. 0. 14.— 12.— 55-) 

Frederick-street (Belfast) Industrial National School. 

Madam, Education Office, 19 December 1855. 

We have had the honour of laying before the Commissioners of National 
Education your letter, protesting, on the part of the committee, against the 
decision of the Board on the charges preferred by the Right Rev. Bishop Denvir 
against the management of the Frederick-street (Belfast) National School. 

In reply, we are directed to state, for the information of the committee, that 
the Commissioners did not decide upon the case without the most anxious and 
mature deliberation ; and that they see no grounds for rescinding or modifying 
the decision as conveyed in our letter of the 5th October last. 

We have, &c. 

Miss Ireland, Belfast. (signed) Maurice Cross, 

Janies Kelly, 

Secretaries. 



ty 1 oy — 0 o‘) 

11.— Letter from Miss Ireland, requesting a Copy of the Minutes of Evidence. 

Industrial National School, Frederick-street, 
Gentlemen, . Belfast, 27 December 1855. 

I have had the honour of placing before the committee of this school your 
favour of the 19th instant, and am instructed, in reply, again to request from 
the Commissioners a copy of the minutes of evidence on which their decision of 
5th October was given. 

88. , g 3 Supported 
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Supported as the school has been by funds bestowed for no narrow sectarian 
system of education, the committee feel themselves now called on to print these 
documents of evidence, and to place a copy in the hands of each subscriber, in 
order that every one who assists in sustaining the establishment may be fully 
aware how far its management merits a continuance of that confidence which, 
during eight years past, has enabled the committee to feed, clothe, and educate 
nearly 100 children ; children who otherwise must have been supported in the 
union workhouse, or else by street begging and petty thefts. 

Hoping that the Commissioners will understand the vital importance to such 
a school of being entirely understood by the community among whom it has 
been so liberally sustained, and that they will for this cause furnish us with 
means of explanation. 



Maurice Cross, 1 p 
James Kelly/ /^squires. 



I have, 
(signed) 



&c. 

Mary Ireland , 

Secretary. 



(9159-55.) 

12. — Letter to Miss Ireland, transmitting Copy of the Minutes of Evidence. 
(B. O. 18.— 1.— 56.) 

Frederick-street Industrial National School, Belfast. 

Madam, Education Office, 19 January 1856. 

We have had the honour of laying before the Commissioners of National 
Education your letter of the 27th ultimo, in which you state that you are 
instructed by the committee of the above school “ again to request from the 
Commissioners a copy of the minutes of evidence on which their decision of the 
5th October was given.” 

In reply, we are to inform you, that the Commissioners, after having given 
your request full consideration, have directed us to transmit to you the docu- 
ment in question, which we enclose accordingly. 

We have, &c. 

Miss Ireland, (signed) Maurice Cross, 

Frederick-street, Belfast. James Kelly, 

Secretaries. 
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and the Committee of the Lancasterian 
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Reverend Dr. Denvir against the System and 
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